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COMMISSION. 


By the Lord Tdeutenant-General and Generai Governor of Ireland. 
Maiilbokouqh. 

WiiEiiKAS it appears to Us to be expedient and necessary to cause Ml inquiry to be 
made into the present system of collection of public rates in the city of Dublin ; end m o 
the constitution, management, and ivorldng of the office of the Gollector-General of Bates 
in the said city ; and into the statutes, rules, and orders relating to such collection, and 
to the said office ; and We are minded and desirous that such inquiry should be made 
by Commissioners duly authorized and empowered by Us m that behalt. 

^Now We John Wisstob, Duke of Maeliioboubh, Lord Lmutenant-General and 
General Governor of Ireland, do hereby nominate and appoint you Hugh Holiiks, heqnire, 
one of Her Majesty’s Counsel learned in the Law, Maubice Bbooks, Esquire, u.p., H''-i'““‘i 
H. Mubeat, Esquire, and Alfeed J. Phipps, Esquire, to be our Commissioners ; and m 

herebyauthorizeanddircct you andanytwoor more of you to inquire into the present system 

of collection of public rates in the city of Dublin and into tiie consatution, man^age^ 
and working of the office of Collector-General of Bates in the said city and into ttie 
mode in which the statutes, rules, and orders relating to the collection of the said rates 
are administered, and into the extent and causes of any deficiency m the collection aiffi 
into the system of accounting for and auditing the accounts of the said lates, and gene 
rally to inquire into and report upon the premises, as to you or any two or moie of you 
shaft seem expedient; and We do further authorize and (iirect yon or miy two or more 
of you to call before you or any two or more of you the Collector-General, and all 
such clerks, collectors, and other officers, and all such other persons as you may judge 
rxpedient to examin; by whom you may be the better informed i" ^ and 
matters hereby submitted for your consideration, and also to call for and 
examine all such books, documents, papers, and records as you or any two 
or more of you shall judge likely to afford you the fullest information on the 
subject of this our Commission, and generally to inquire into the premises by all 
lawful ways and means whatsoever ; and We hereby further authorize and direct you 
or any two or more of you to report to Us in writing under your hands within the space 
of three* months from the date hereof, or sooner if the same can be reasonably done, 
your several proceedings by virtue of this our Commission, together with your opinion 
upon the several matters hereby referred to your consideration ; and to state and set 
forth in such report all or any administrative or other changes winch in your opmio 
may be required to secure the more efficient carrying_ out of the present law, and the 
efficient and proper exercise of the powers now vested m the Collectoi-General, or in any 
of the clerks, collectors, or their officers employed in or about the collection of the said 
rates, for the collection and recovery of such rates, and generally to remedy any defects 
which may appear to you, or any two or more of you, to exist m the present system of col 
lection, or in or concerning the office of the Collector-General, or the audit oflus accounts , 
and if you, or any two or more of you, shall be of opinion that any 
present statutes, or any alterations in or additions to the present rules and orders affecti g 
the said office or rates are required or desirable, We require you, in your report, to sug 
ffest and set forth all such amendments, alterations, or additions, as you, oi-any two or rnore 
of you, may think necessary or desirable to secure or promote the efficient collectioa 
of fates, and the complete and effectual audit of the accounts thereof, m the said Oitj 
of Dublin, and to prevent, as far as possible, all or any evasions of liability to or pay- 
ment of rates, and all or any negligence, inefficiency, or default in the collection or 
levyinff of such rates, or in accounting for the same. And we do hereby further author- 
ize' YOU, or any two or more of you, from time to time, to report your several proceedings 
to us, with such opinions, suggestions, and statements as it may from time to time appear 
expedient to present to us in the premises ; and for your further assistance in the - 
ecution of these presents, we do hereby appoint Thomas Browning, esq., to be the 
secretary of this our Commission, whose services and assistance We require you to use- 
f'rom time to time, as occasion may require. i. , orr-r 

Given at Her Majesty’s Castle of Dublin, the 19th day of December, 1877. 

By His Grace’s command, 

M. E. Hicks-Beach. 

* B 7 subsequent •warxaaite the period of the CoramiBsLon was extended from three to fi\e months. 
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COLIECTM OF BATES IN THE CM OF MBLIN ISQUIBY 
COMMISSION. 


E E P 0 E T. 


TO HIS G.RACE JOHN WINSTON, DUKE OF MAELBOBOUGIT, K.G., 

LORD LIEUTENAKT-GENERAL AKD GENERAL GOVERNOR OF IRELAND. 


May it Please Your Grace, 

Your Grace, having been pleased to issue your Warrant, bearing date the 19th day of 
December, 1877, authorizing and directing us to inquire into the present system ol cm- 
lection of public rates in the city of Dublin, and to report, within three months from the 
date thereof, our several proceedings thereunder ; and the period foi making such 
report having been eztendid to the“l8th day of May, 1876, by Warrants under your 
Grace’s hand, dated, respectively the 16th day of March, 18iS, and the 16th day of 

^We have now the honour to sivbmit to your Grace the following report : 

Preliminary. 

The scope of our Commission, as defined by the Warrant of the 19th of December 
1877, was to inquire into the present system of collection of public rates in the city of Dub- 
lin and into the constitution, management, and working of the office of Collector-Geneial 
of Eates, and into the mode in which the statutes, rules, and orders relating to the 
collection of the said rates are administered, and into the extent and cause of any de- 
ficiency in the collection, and into the system of accounting for and auditing the accounts 
of the rates, and generally to inquire into and report upon the premis^. 

Authority was given us to examine all such clerks, collectors, officers, and othei 
persons as we might j udge expedient ; and to call for all such books, documents, papers, 
and records as we should consider likely to afford us information on the subje^ of oui 
Commission; and we were further authorized and directed to report to your Graceour 
nroceedings, together with our opinion upon the several matters referred to our consi- 
deration ; and to state in such report any administrative or other changes which wo 
inio-htdeem necessary to secure the more efficient carvyin" out of the present law 
and the proper exercise of the power vested m the Collector-General and his staff foi the 
collection and recovery of the rates. The Warrant also required us to suggest any 
amendments of the existing statutes, and any alterations in or additmns to the piesent 
rules and orders affecting the rates or the office of the Collector-General vliicli we 

’ ^^Before Voceeding to take any oral evidence, we visited the office of the Collector- 
General, and by a personal inspection of the books and other documents therein, endea- 
voured to make ourselves acquainted with the maimer m which the collection nas 
conducted. If the records of the office had been kept with the ca^ nffiich it is reason- 
able to look for in a public department, the examination of the office books would have 
supplied us with much of the information required in the early stages of our inquiry , 
but unfortunately, as we shall point out more_ m detail hereafter these were 

so defective in their plan, and so imperfectly written up that, except to show the faulti 
ness of a system in which such book-tceeping was possible, they were altogether woithless 
for any purpose of reference. 

After this preliminary investigation, we proceeded to examine witnesses._ 

We were of opinion that the inquiry should be public, and accordingly all the 
evidence was given in the presence of the representatives of the press, and we re- 
peatedly invited any ratepayer or other person, who could_ give information relevant 
to our Commission, to state it to us either orally or m writing The witnesses whom 
we examined, included every member of the present staff of the Collector-General s office, 
one or two of its pensioned officers, the solicitor of the department, members and 
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COLLECTION OF RATES INQUIRY. 


officers of the Town Council and the North and South Dublin Poor Law CFnions, thu 
Revising Barristers of the City, representatives of the Jurors’ Association, secretaries 
of neighbouring townships, and several citizens vrho took an interest in certain 
branches of our inquiry. We annex, as an appendix to this Report, the short-hand 
writer’s note of the evidence, in which will be seen frequent reference to letters, statis- 
tical returns, and other documents that were furnished to us by different witnesses 
and from some of which we derived considerable assistance. 


2'he present system of the Collection of PuUic Rates in the City of Diiblin. 


12 &13Vic. 
c. 91. 

Ratos for- 

lovied. 


The Act 12 and 13 Vic. c. 91, is the Statute which governs the collection of 
Plates in the City of Dublin. 

Previous to the pa.ssing of that Act, seven rates were levied in the city, viz. ; — 

Police Rato, 

Poor Rate, 

Pipe Water Rate, 

Borough Rate, 

Improvement Rate, 

District Sewer Rate, 

And 

Grand Jur y Ces.s. 


The collection and expenditure of these Rates wore entrusted to different Public 
Bodies, each of which had its own staff of collectors; and it was, doubtless, to prevent 
the inconvenience of separate demands on the ratepayers, and to reduce the cost of 
collection that the Act 12 and 13 Vic. c. 91 was passed, establishing a single office for 
collecting all the rates of the City. 

l2&l3Vic. Under the provisions of that statute an officer called the Collector-General is ap- 
c. 91, sec. 2 . pointed by warrant of the Lord Lieutenant at a salary of £800 a year ; and he is 
authorized to applet and levy the rates enumerated above. 

In addition to those rates the Collector-General now collects the Bridge Tax, the 
Burial Rate, and the Vestry Cess Abolition Rate. There have also been substituted for 
the old Pipe Water Rate five classes of Water Rate, namely, the Domestic Water 
Rato, the Public Water Rate, the Meter Water Rate, the Contract Water Rate, and 
The Con- the Extra Municipal Water Rate. All the rates levied by the Collector-General, 
^ except the Bridge Tax and Water Rates, are collected in one sum under the name of 
the Consolidated Rate. 

12^23 Vic. On or before the 10th of December in each year the public bodies, whose duty U 
^ is to administer the different rates, are required to ascertain a.nd estimate their 

38 4o’id expenditure for the ensuing year, and immediately on the receipt of these 
4 l’ estimates the Collector-General is to make and declare the poundage rate to be 

12 & 13 Vic. -levied in respect of each such estimate upon the tenements liable to berated to the same, 
c.91,secs.4-i equally according to the net annual value thereof, as ascertained by the poor law 
it 48. valuation. The entire amount of any rate so struck by the Collector-General may fall 
12 & 13 Vie- short of or exceed the amount of the estimate on which it is based, by a sum not 
c.91,8ec.r>e. exceeding one penny in the pound upon the valuation ; but it would seem from the 50th 
section of the Act that if the rate struck were to exceed the estimate by any larger 
sum, such rate would be illegal and liable to be quashed. 
l2(fei3Vic. _ The persons to be rated by the Collector-General, and whose names should be inserted 
C. 91,sec. G3 in the assessment books, are the landlords or immediate lessors in the case of rateable 
VTc property of which the full net annual value is under £8, or which is let to weekly or 

■ monthly tenants or in separate apartments ; and the occupiers of the premises in all other 
cases. 


12&13Vic. 
0 . 91,sec.62. 


Rates a 
persoaa! 


12 A 13 Vic. 
0.91, sec. 70. 
12 413 Vic. 
c. 91, sec, 05. 


Unoccupied premises, although they ought to appear in the Assessment Books, are 
exempt from the payment of rates during the period of their vacancy ; and where a 
tenement is occupied for only a part of the year, provision is made for collecting a por- 
tion of the rate, proportioned to the time of such occupation. Rates in the city of Dublin 
are neither directly nor indirectly a charge on the premises in respect of which they 
are struck ; and the only means which the Collector-General has for enforcing their 
payment, is by a personal proceeding against the individual assessed. Such proceeding 
may be either an ordinary action of debt, brought in the Superior Courts or Civil Bill 
Court; or a summons before a magistrate, who has power, if there is no leo-al defence, 
to issue a warrant of distress, to be levied off the goods of the defendant In cases 
where the landlord or immediate lessor is the person assessed under the authority of 
the A.ct, and the rates are in arrear, the amount due may, under certain circumstances, 
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be recovered from the occupier of the rateable property by distress and sale of his 
o-oods; but this is the only instance, in which there exists a remedy against a person 
who is not primarily liable to be rated. 

It will be necessary, in a subsequent part of this report, to consider to w’hat extent the 
annual deficiency in the collection arises from the limited nature of the remedies which 
can be exercised by the Collector-General for enforcing payment of the rates. For the 
present, it is sufficient to point out that the result of the existing law is that, if for any 
reason the rates cannot be recovered from the rated occupier or levied off his goods, 
neither the landlord, nor subsequent tenant, nor the property of any third person, that 
may be found on the premises, can be made liable for them. 

It is the duty of the Collector-General, once a week or oftener, to allocate through 
the Bank of Ireland the several rates, as they ai'e collected, to the public bodies, which are 
entitled to receive and expend them. 

The Poor Rate is thus transfeiTed to the credit of the Guardians of the North and 
South Dublin Unions respectively; the Police Tax, to the credit of the Receiver 
of Police; the Bridge Tax, to the credit of the Port and Docks Board; and all the other 
Rates (except the Vestry Cess Abolition Rate, which is paid to tire persons entitled 
to compensation under the provisions of the Act, 27 Vic., c. 17) are transferred to the 
credit of the Town Council. 

There are many other important provisions in the Statute, establishing the office of 
Collector-General, which will be noticed by us in their proper place ; but the foregoing 
abstract indicates the general character of the system, which will be better understood 
by an account of the staff attached to the office of Collector-General, and of the manner 
in which the collection is practically carried out. 

Staff of the Collcctor-GeneraV s Office. 

The Lord Lieutenant is empowered by the Act 12 13 Vic. c. 91, to appoint such 

clerks, collectors, and other officers, as he may think necessary, to assist the Collector- 
General ; and to fix their salaries and allowances. No such officer can be appointed by 
the Lord Lieuten<ant, unless the Collector-General certifies to his fitness to discharge 
the duties required of him; and the practice has been to make a probationary appoint- 
ment in the first instance, which is confirmed, at the end of six months, on the necessary 
certifi'.'ate ot fitness being then obtained from the Collector-General. 

The pi-esent staff of the office consists of seven clerks, eleven collectors, and a warrant 
officer. In the year 1870, the clerks were classified by making one of them chief clerk, 
ata salary of £250 increasing to £350 ayear; and by dividing the remaining six into two 
classes, each containing three clerks, at salaries of £150, increasing to £200 a year in 
the first class, and of £9 0 increasing to £ 1 40 a year in the second. 

There is attached to the office a solicitor, who was nominated to the post by the 
Attorney-General of the day. He receives no fixed salary, but is paid his ordinary costs 
for the work done. 

Power is given to the Lord Lieutenant in Council to make regulations for the 
government ot the Collector-General, the clerks, and collectors ; but, although some 
rules have been made in pursuance of this power, they are neither detailed nor ela- 
borate ; and the management of the office has been practically left to tire discretion 
of the Collector-General. 

Except in the case of Mr. Lambart, one of the first class clerks, who seems to have 
been employed with tolerable regularity in receiving cash from persons who pay their 
rates directly to the office, no other of the clerks appears to have any specific duties 
regularly allotted to him. Tho same person is sometimes employed at one kind of work, 
and sometimes at another ; and in selecting an officer to attend to a particular duty, no 
regard has apparently been paid to his aptitude, seniority or experience. 

Even the Chief Clerk, to whom it will be necessary to refer at greater len^h at a later 
stage of this Report, was unable to state, with any degree of exactness, his position in 
the office. He repudiated the suggescion that he was entrusted with any powers of 
management or control ; and, on being pressed to state the actual work done by him, 
his reply was, that “ he conducted the entire con-espondence, superintended the collec- 
“tors and clerks generally, and put his hand to whatever was most pressing, doing the 
“ same duties as any of the junior clerks when he found the necessity to arise.” 

The actual work of collection falls on the eleven collectors. It is their duty to go 
from house to house, asking payment of the rates ; and although a considerable amount 
is paid by the public directly to the office, there is no doubt that even these payments 
are to a great extent stimulated by the solicitations of the collectors. 

One of the collectors has allotted to him the rural districts, and the remaining ten 
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4 , COLLECTION OF RATES INQUIRY. 

are employed in the fifteen wards of the city, — a collector in some cases having two, 
and in other cases a single ward to attend to._ They are paid by a poundage rate, 
which varies in the several wards, but which is so adjusted that there is no great 
difference in the aggregate remuneration received by each collector. This remunera- 
tion has ranged in later times from about .£220 to X300 a year. From the nature of 
their duties the collectors must always be engaged in the same kind of work ; but even 
in their case an ingenious method has been found to nullify the advantages that spring 
from increased experience. The Collector-General, following in the steps of his pre- 
decessor, has been in the habit of changing the collectors to different wards every three 
years, and sometimes even at shorter intervals. We have endeavoured in vain to 
discover the grounds of this practice. It was condemned in the strongest way by everywit- 
ness whom WG examined except the Collector-General ; and even he did not suggest any 
substantial reason for it. Indeed, apart from evidence, it seems manifest that a collector 
cannot be really efficient unless he is intimately acquainted with the names, the 
residences, and the habits of the householders and owners of property in his district ; and 
this knowledge is still more necessary for the proper performance of his duties in con- 
nexion with the parliauientary and municipal franchise and the jurors’ lists. The Collector- 
General seems to think that ho improves the collection by transferring a good collector, 
w’ho has done well in one ward, to another district which has been previously in less 
energetic hands. . , „ 

It seems to us that no more effectual means could be devised for discouraging 
merit ; and, as might be expected, the result of this system was shown by the evidence 
to be that, while the efficient collectors could only improve the wards to which they 
were transferred by slow degrees, their old districts rapidly fell away when placed 
under an officer who, in addition to being less active, knew but little of the locality. 

It is not necessary to refer to the warrant officer, whose sole duty is to execute distress 
warrants obtained from time to time in the Police Courts. 

Having thus described the several members of the staff of the office, we shall proceed 
to show how the work of collection is practically performed. 

The Working of the Office. 

The first step towards the collection is the preparation of the Rate or Assessment 
Books. There is one such hook kept for each Ward ; and it purports to give a des- 
cription of every tenement situated therein, its valuation, the amount of the assessment 
thereon, and the name of the person — occupier or immediate lessor, as the case 
yjiay be — rated in respect thereof. These books ought to he corrected from year to 
year, as the occupiers or lessors of premises change, and as the valuation is altered by 
the erection of new buildings, or by the improvement or deterioration of old ones, 
It is part of the business of the collectors to supply the means of making these 
corrections. Where they observe any change of occupation or ownership in their 
Wards, they are expected to cause a corresponding alteration to be made in the assess- 
ment books; and we have no grounds for saying that they do not discharge this duty 
with reasonable efficiency. 

We cannot, however, bear the same testimony to the manner in which they attend to 
the revision of the valuation. They are bound, under a small penalty, to make out 
and send in to the Clerks of the Gnions on the 15th of November in each year a list 
. of all the tenements in their districts which require revision by reason of improvements, 
deterioration, alteration of limits, or other cause. We are informed by the Commis- 
sioner of Valuation that this duty is, as a rule, imperfectly performed, and that the lists 
supplied by the collectors are very defective. He supported this statement by a return 
which showed that but a small proportion of the tenements, the valuation of which 
was annually revised, was noticed in the collectors’ lists ; and his evidence left no 
doubt on our minds thaf, in regard to this matter, some at least of the collectors were 
guilty of great neglect. The Commissioner has, as we think rightly, instructed his 
officers to revise the valuation of all tenements which appear to them to require 
revision, even though they do not appear in the lists of the collectors ; and thus the 
remissness of the latter has not been so prejudicial to tlie collection as it might 
otherwise have been. It has, however, increased in an unnecessary degree the labour in 
the valuation department ; and it has amounted to a disregard of a statutory obligation. 

We may mention, in connexion with this subject, that no comparison is ever 
made between the books in the Valuation Office and those kept by the Collector- 
General, although the latter are based on the information contained in the 
former. To insure uniformit.y, and to guard against mistakes, we think that the books 
of the two offices should be annually compared, and we arc informed by the Commis- 
sioner of Valuation that this can be done without difficulty. 
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The Assessment Books are supposed to be corrected beiore the estimates are furnished 
bv the several public boards to the Collector-General; and when the poundage rate 
i/declared, the amount payable out of each tenement is calculated and written in. 

We have already summarised the provisions of the statute as to tlie niodo of strilang the Strikmg tha 
Doundac^e rate ; and we must now call attention to a point in which it would appear that 
these provisions have been disregarded by both the present Collector-General and his 


* Notwithstanding the enactment that the entire amount of any rate ought not to 
exceed the estimate on which it is based by more than a penny in the pound on the 
valuation, we find that the improvement rate lias occasionally exceeded the statutory 
limit At least, this is the inference to be drawn from some returas furnished to us by 
the accountant of the Corporation ; and the fact was admitted by the present chief 
clerk Mr. TaafFe, who gave, as an explanation, that the Improvement Rate has always 
been ’levied at its full amount of 2s. in the pound irrespective of the estimate, because 
it was supposed that the Corporation was in want of funds. _ Whatever may have been 
the cause of this practice, it deserves severe reprehension, as its effect was to make the 
rate illeo-ai ; and had the attention of an enterprising ratepayer been called to the matter, 
he mi^ht have had the Improvement Rate quashed in any of the years in which it was 
etvuck°iii violation of the provisions of the statute. It is characteristic of the mode m 
which the Collector-General conducts the business of the office that he seemed to be 

wholly ignorant of the matter, to which we have alluded. i ,, n n 

As soon as the Assessment Books are prepared and the several rates declaa-ed, the 
books used by the collectors in their districts are got ready and issued to them from the 
office. These books give the names of the persons rated, their residences, and the amount 
payable for each tenement in respect of the Consolidated Rate, the W ater Rato, arid the 
Brido-e Tax ; but they do not, in the first instance, contain any of the aiTears of pre- 
vious years. Such arrears are entered in the books by the collectors themselves after 
they have received them ; and are taken from the arrear sheets to winch _we shall 
presently refer. It is obviously most important that these books should be delivered to Dekyintt* 
the collectors early in the year, as no step can be taken in the actual collection until 
they have received them ; and if the office were properly organized there is no reason Q^jig^tors, 
why they should not bo in the hands of tho collectors of the districts in the course of the 
month of January, as indeed seems to have been the case when Mr. Staunton, the p-e- 
decessor of the present Collector-General, was in office. In later times, however, they 
have not been supplied to the collectors till towards the end of March, and m 1876 some 
of the collectors did not receive their books till the month of May. e have no doubt 
that this delay materially impedes the collection ; and it seems to us to be entirely due 
to the absence of proper supervision and control in the office. ..... 

On receivino- his collection book and on enteilng in it the arrears, it is the business Notice of 
of the collector to prepare, sign, and serve on each tenement rated, a demand m writing Bates to be 
of the rate, of which demand he must keep a duplicate m case of legal proceedings. 

The service of this notice is made by the statute a condition precedent to the enforcing 12^.13 Vic. 
of the rate by distress or otherwise, and often a serious difficulty arises by reason 01 ^ 
the dismissal or death of the collector who has served some of these notices. As no 49 53. 

advantage seems to be derived by honest ratepayers from _tho provision which makes 
this formal demand of rates necessaiy, and as its preparation and service impose con- 
siderable labour on the collectors, we suggest, in the part of our Report which contains 
our recommendations, an alteration of the law on this subject. 

When the several steps which we have enumerated are completed the collectors can 
devote themselves to the collection in so far as their time is not occupied with the per- 
formance of other statutory duties. 

The rates may be made payable bv such instalments as the Collector-General thinks Bates pay- 
fit, and the custom has been to declare that they shall be paid by four instalments, due 
on the 1 st of January, Istof April, 1st of July, and 1 st of October respectively. As 
a matter of fact the rates are almost invariably collected in either one or two payments ; ^ 91, sec. 51 . 
and there seems to be no good reason for making a provision as_ to instalments, which 

1 never acted on in practice, and which may at times cause difficulties in legal pro- 
ceedings. 

Receipt forms, of which a register is kept in the office, are issued to each collector, as he Receipts, 
requires them ; and when he receives money from the ratepayers, he enters the amounts 
on what are called pay sheets, which he hands into the office each day, and from \yhich. 
the various sums are posted into the Ward Ledgers by one of the clerks, lhough.it is the 
business of the collectors to stimulate as far as possible the payments within their dis- 
tricts, it is at the option of the ratepayers to pay their rates to them, or to the cash clerk 
in the office; and there appears to be about one third of the rates paid in the latter way. 

Receipts are issued to the cash clerk, and he enters in a book, kept for the purpose, all e • 
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rates received by him. The Collector-General was not aware that there was such a 
book ; and when after a considerable amount of investigation, his chief clerk at length 
explained that it had always existed, he was surprised, and no doubt gratified, to fin d 
that his cash clerk had been so thoughtful as to keep a coutemporaneous record of 
moneys received. 

At the close of the collection in every year, it is the duty of each collector to make 
up arrear sheets showing in detail all the arrears due, in respect of that and former years 
in his district. These sheets are examined by the Collector-General, and he gives such 
directions, as he thinks necessary, for the recovery or the remission of the arrears. 

The Act contains stringent provi.sions as to the manner in which such remissions 
should be made. It provides that no collector of rates shall he permitted to discharge 
himselt in his accounts, or be excused for not collectingany ratesor money upon theground 
of the premises, chargeable therewith, being insolvent, unless such premises shall have 
been previously visited and inspected by the Collector-General, or by some person ap- 
pointed by him for that purpose, and unless such person, after such inspection, and after 
he shall have made all duo inquiiy as to the possible means of enforcing payment of 
the rate, shall report that he has personally inspected such premises, and made such 
inquiry as aforesaid, and that he believes such premises to be insolvent, and that there 
.are no means to which such collector could successfully resort for enforcing payment 
thereof, and unless the Collector-General shall be satisfied that the loss of such rate has 
not been occasioned by_ default or want of due diligence on the part of the collector. 
In addition to the remissions arising from inability to pay the rates referred to in the 
foregoing provision, there are remissions in cases where premises have been unoccupied 
during the whole or a portion of the year. The theory of the office is that at the end of 
tlie year when the arrear sheets are sent in by the collector-s, proper steps are taken for 
the purpose of making the necessary remissions ; and it is supposed that such re- 
missions are entered in a liomissiou Book. This theory, however, is by no means, 
borne out in practice. 

In the first place, the arroar shoets, for some unexplained reason, contain no records 
of_ houses that have been vacant during the entire year ; and there is no means of ascer- 
taining what portion of the arrears arc outstanding from this cause. In the next place, 
it appears to have been assumed by the Collector-General that the provision L to 
remissions above quoted, only refers to eases of premises being insolvent ; and that some 
distinction exists between, insolent premises and premisesin respect of w'bich the rates 
cannot be recovered by reason of its being impossible to take effectual proceedings 
against the person liable. I here was a great deal of vagueness in all the evidence given 
before us on this subject of remissions; and we are not certain whether we have correctly 
stated the views of the Collector-General ; but there is no doubt that, whether it arises 
from this or some other cause, neither the Eemission Book nor any other Book, kept in 
the office, gives a perfect account of the rates lost by reason of the person liable having 
absconded, having become bankrupt, or having no means, from which the amount 
due could he levied. Such rates appear to drop without record out of the collection ; 
and although we endeavoured to obtain even an imperfect return of them, no account of 
any kind respecting them could be given prior to the year 187(3; and the information 
on the subject supplied to ns fur the last two years, was admittedly defective and untrust- 
worthy. 

We would add on this point, that, apart altogether from the construction of doubtful 
provisions of the Statute, it is in our opinion as much without excuse, as we believe 
it to be without precedent, that a public department, entrusted with the collection of 
public money, can afford no means of ascertaining either the particulars of the sum un- 
collected, or the reasons for not enforcing its payment. 

This IS, however, a branch of the general system of book-keeping in the office ; and, as 
we h^e completed our statement of the mode in which the collection is practically 
carried out, we shall, now refer a little in detail to the records kept under the direction 
of the Collector-General, and to how far such records afford the means of detecting 
fraud and preventing irregularities. 


The state of the Books in the Office. 

The principal books supposed to be kept in the office, most of which have been 
already incidentally referred to, are : — 

1. The Rate or Assessment Books. 

2. The Ward Ledgers. 

3. The Remission Book. 

4. The Long Book, which is an abstract of the daily pay sheets. 
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a. Abstract Book of Payments. 

i;. The Register of cash received in the office. 

7. A Minute Book kept by the Collector-General, and 

8. A Register of Receipt Forms. 

These books, except the Minute Book, are stated to be in the form originally settled 
by Mr. Staunton ; but we have to report that for any purpose of account they are utterly 

useless. _ .... 

In the Rate Books, only the Valuation column is cast, and no account is raised against 
the collector in charge of the Ward to which it relates; in fact, against a collector, no 
debtor and creditor account is raised in any book. 

The Ward Ledgers are simply memoranda of assessments and receipts. From the 
manner in which the entries have been made in them, it would be impossible to cast 
them, and they are not prepared in a shape in which any balance could be struck. 

Moreover, such as they are, they have been kept in a most incomplete and unsatis- 
factory manner. Except in the case'of Arran-quay Ward, the duty of posting the arrears 
in the Ward Ledgers, (a duty to which in Mr. Staunton’s time attention was paid), has 
been, during the whole of Mr. Moylan’s tenure of office, totally neglected ; and for three 
years, viz., 1873, 1874, and 1875, not even the names of the ratepayers were entered in 
the Ward Ledgers. 

The posting of the daily pay-sheets of the collectors has been very carelessly per- 
formed. It is in evidence that in August, 1 876, the posting of the rural pay sheets was 
eighteen mouths in arrear, that it still continues to be one year in arrear, that in August, 
1876, the posting of some of the City Wards was six months in. arrear, and that all the 
Ward Books were at the date of the evidence, one month in arrear. 

The Remission Book is at present only a book in name. Previous to 1870 a regular 
Remission Book was kept, hut since that date there has been no actual book in exis- 
tence; and the lists of remissions which have been sent to the Auditor have been made up 
from the remission papers prepared by the collectors. 

We have already shown that the Remissidn Book or Papers ai'e useless for all pur- 
poses of reference or account, by reason of their not containing the particulars of pre- 
mises unoccupied during the entire year, and by reason of many of the cases in which 
the rates are irrecoverable, being omitted therefrom. The former cases, we find, are 
dealt witli on the responsibility of the collectors alone, and indeed the result of the evi- 
dence is that all the remissions are practically made by the collectors instead of by the 
Collector-General, acting through his Inspector. Wo find that the arrear sheets sent in 
to the office by the collectors have not been preseiwecl ; and although those documents pass 
through the hands of the Collector-General himself, and form the basis for his directions 
as to the remission or recovery of i-ates, they have never been filed in the office, and have 
been dealt with in such a careless manner that comparatively few of them can now be 
produced. 

In a subsequent part of our Report, we shall show that the information directed to bo 
given to the auditor, and which is based on these arrear sheets, has been also neglected. 
In fact, we were informed by the chief clerk that “ any return of arrears would, from 
the nature of the books, be almost worthless ; ” and the return for the last two years, 
which the Collector-General ultimately undertook to furnish, and which we have received, 
is accompanied by a letter which forbids our placing any reliance upon its accuracy. 

The result of this is, that as the arrear sheets are not checked with the office books, 
and are not filed in the office for reference if necessary, the control of the arrears has 
mainly passed into the hands of the -collectoi’s. 

This condition of the records of the office has been an insurmountable barrier in the way 
ol accurate investigation. In fact, at every point of the inquiry, whenever we have 
attempted to elucidate the causes of the deficiency in the collection, we have been in- 
variably met by the reply, that the books and papers in the office could not furnish the 
requisite information. Nor ai-e the collectors’ books of past years available for the pui'- 
pose of supplying the information which the office books fail to furnish. These books, like 
the arrear sheets, have never been treated as office books ; and each collector has been 
allowed to retain them, as if they were his private property. Consequently owing to 
changes resulting from death and other causes, these, books are not forthcoming. ^ 

The Collector-General several times referred us to the Minute Book kept by himself, 
and which was perhaps the only administrative reform which he introduced when he 
was appointed to office. We found, however, that while it contained a daily record of 
trivial and unimportant transactions, 'it- gave no real or substantial information. 

Mistakes and irregularites are the naturM consequence of such a system of Book- 
keeping. Accordingly we find that it is a matter of frequent occurrence, that rates 
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whicli have been already paid are again and again demanded from a ratepayer. Indeed 
as the collectors can only ascertain whether rates have been paid directly to the office, 
by a search in the Ward Ledgers, and as the posting of these books is invariably in 
arrear, wo should not be surprised to learn that it is the riile rather than the exception 
for a second demand to be made by the collectors for rates which have been paid to the 
cash clerk. _ _ _ n /-i • • 

A very gross mistake of this kind occurred during the sittings of our Commission, to 
which attention should be called, as an example of what may happen in the office. 
.In the end of December and beginning of January last, a demand, in peremptory and 
offensive terms, was made on the Commissioners of the Blackrock Township, for the sum 
of over £670, alleged to he due for contract Water-rate. The amount had been paid in 
the office, and a receipt obtained on the 2nd of November, 1877; and the only 
excuse that could he offered for the second application was that the receipt had not been 
given on a proper form, and that the payment had been overlooked in consequence. 

In investigating this matter, tve ascertained that no account had been opened in the 
Collector-General’s books either with the Township of Blackrock, or with many other 
local Townships that had been in the habit of taking water by contract ; |^Qd that the 
officers depended on their memory and on a search through the blocks of receipts, to 
ascertain whether the amounts due had been paid or not. 

Another result of the want of proper Book-keeping is that it causes great and 
unnecessary delay in receiving cash in the office ; and the clerk is often obliged to 
send a ratepayer away without taking payment from him, on account of there being no 
means at hand of ascertaining the sum due. 

A still more serious consequence of the system is that it affords no proper or adequate 
means of detecting fraud. We believe that the collectors and other officers examined 
before us are honest and trustworthy men ; hut we cannot help feeling that the ground 
of this belief is merely the confidence which their demeanour inspired, instead of the con- 
vincing proof which the records of a public department ought to afford. As there is no 
entry of arrears kept in the office, and as the only statement of them appears in the 
annual arrear sheets, prepared by the collectors and not retained by the Collector- 
General, there is nothing to prevent a collector from arranging with a rate-payer 
not to collect his rates, and to omit his name from the arrear-sheets ; and if this 
wore done, it is almost certain that the fraud would not be detected. 

This is but one example of possible dishonesty ; but many others might he given. 
Desiring to check the amounts paid into bank by the sums which appeared from the 
Ward Ledgers to have been received, we asked that the latter should be cast, and that a 
return of the total from the ymar 1870 should be furnished to us. We were told that 
this could not be done ; and that even if it could, there would probably appear a dis- 
crepancy between the amount so brought out, and the amount paid into the bank. 
It is obvious that such a discrepancy would show an error somewhere, and that this 
error would be evidence of either carelessness or fraud. 

It is, we think, unnecessary to pursue this subject further; and we must, in parb 
ing from it, express our amazement that such a system should have been allowed for 
so many years to prevail in an office in which the citizens of Dublin are so deeply 
interested. 

Cause of the present state of the Office. 

Wc conceived that it was an important part of our duty to ascertain, if possible, the 
cause of the present state of affitirs. 

The Collector-General, in the course of his evidence, repeatedly referred to the cir- 
cumstance, that in his opinion, the numerical strength of his office is insufficient for the 
jiorformance ol the duties which devolve upon it under different statutes. Aftercare- 
ful consideration, we cannot concur in this opinion, and we make special reference to 
this subject in our recommendations. We believe not only that the present 
books of the office could have been accurately and regularly kept, and all the other duties 
of the department efficiently performed by its present staff, but also that under proper 
guidance a correct system of book-keeping could have been established, and many other 
improvements inti’oduced without any material additions to its strength. At stated 
periods, and notably towards the end of the year, when the books for the ensuing year 
ought to be prepared, temporary assistance may be necessary ; but this is very 
different from an increase of the permanent staff, which during the remainder of the year 
might be insufficiently employed. 

We are further of opinion that this was for a long period the view of Mr. Moylan 
himself He was under the impression that he had on one occasion represented to the 
Government that he required additional assistance, hut the production of the corres- 
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pondence showed that this was a mistake. He never appears to have complained of 
want of officers, and when urged by his chief clerk in 1876 to apply to Government for 
temporary assistance on account of the accumulating arrears of office work, he declined 
to do so, intimating that the amount of arrears might be reduced by greater industry 
on the part of the gentlemen under the chief clerk’s charge. We cannot, on. the 
other hand, say that much blame attaches lo the subordinate officials. The first and 
second class clerks seemed to be gentlemen of fair ability and aptitude for work, and it 
would be unreasonable to charge any of them with neglect of duty, when it was admitted 
that to none of them was any specific duty allotted. 

We are reluctantly obliged to attribute the present state of things to the general 
maladministration of the Collector-General, who seemed wholly ignorant of the loose 
way in which business was being conducted ; and to his reluctance, arising partly 
from that ignorance, and partly from illtimed motives of economy, to give temporary 
assistance in times of pressure. We are also of opinion that the Collector-General 
has not always had as chief officer under him a person well qualified for the post. The late 
senior clerk appears to have been deficient in administrative powers ; and under the 
pi-esent chief clerk, personal differences and irritations have arisen among the officials 
which are detrimental to the smooth and efficient working of the office. Neither of these 
gentlemen seems to have exercised proper control or supervision over the department. 
No office can be said to be properly superintended in which corrections made in one 
set of books are omitted to be made in others, which equally require them ; or in which 
the subordinates charged with the daily posting of the books have been allowed, un- 
checked, to fall into such arrears as those to which we have already alluded. 

We feel the gravity of our position in thus censuring the head of a department 
and its principal officer, and we think it right to state with some precision the 
gi'omffis on which our judgment is founded. 

We at once acquit Mr. Moylan of any intentional neglect of his duties. He appears 
to have been most diligent in his attendance at the office ; he received the public, who 
had complaints to make, with unvarying courtesy and the fairest promises ; he had 
interviews with his collectors each day ; and he kept a minute-book in which he made 
entries of matters so detailed as to be occasionally frivolous. It is also right to say 
that he was advanced in years at the date of his appointment ; and that he found in 
existence a system which both in its constitution and in its working was far from per- 
fect. We are sure that he was anxious to do his best ; and that if he had known how 
to improve matters he would not have spared pains or labour in making the attempt. 

He, however, found himself in a place for which he was whollj' unsuited, and 
he seems to have made no effort to direct or control the department. In fact, he 
was quite ignorant of what was done by those around him. A few instances will 
illustrate this. He was not aware tha.t the assessments for which by the terms of the Act 
the Collector-General is expressly responsible, were in some cases in excess of the esti- 
mates to an extent which made them illegal. He was not aware that during his whole 
tenure of office the arrears of rates had never been entered in the ward ledgers until he 
was casually informed by a rate-payer that such was the case, and he then took no effec- 
tive steps to remedy the omission. He was not aware that he violated the rules of the 
Privy Council when he sent each year to the Auditor schedules filled up in a manner 
contrary to the express heading and purport of the schedules, the form of which had been 
settled by the Council. He was not aware that the books of his office were in the dis- 
graceful state of arrear described by the chief clerk in a letter to Mr. Moylan of 
28th August, 1876: and when enlightened as to the fact, he took no effective action res- 
pecting it, and refused to apply to Government for the assistance requisite to write 
up the books. He knew nothing of the ultimate disposal of the arrear sheets and the 
collectors’ books, although they are most important documents, and such as would 
have thrown much light on the real state of affairs. In fact, he appears never 
to have so much as looked at the books which he has now discovered “ to be 
unintelligible, and not kept on mercantile principles,” but to have contented himself, 
according to his own version of the matter, with directing, without any inquiry, that the 
business should proceed in the groove in wdiich his predecessor had left it. A com- 
petent and practical man would have at least inquired what the system of his predecessor 
was, and would have introduced such alterations as would have made it intelligible, 
if not to others, at all events to himself ; but instead of this Mr. Moylan had finally to 
admit, “that from the way his books were kept he could make nothing of them,” and 
that it was impossible for him to furnish any of the returns which would have given us the 
information we wanted. 

Moreover, legal measures for the recovery of rates have not been taken with 
the same activity as they were in the time of his predecessor. It is in evidence that 
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persons well able to pay their rates have been, with the cognizance of the office, allowed to 
go into arrear ; and that nothing has been done towards putting the law in force 
against them. 

Other examples of maladministration on the part of the Collector-General have, been 
already mentioned or will be hereafter referred to ; but we think that it is 
unnecessary to accumulate individual instances. The picture we have given of the 
department, and the whole tenor, of the evidence of Mr. Moylan himself, is sufficient 
to condemn him as the head of a public office ; and if there is to be any improvement 
hereafter, it can only be effected unde)' very different management. 

We have referred to the unsatisfactory tone of feeling which prevails, amongst the 
clerical staff. This want of espnt de corps may be traced back to the earliest period of Mr. 
Moylan’s appointment. It may be attributable in some degree to the introduction into 
the office, in two instances of two members of the same family, and tliis circumstance 
may have led to disunion, and supposed favouritism. We consider that it may be to a 
great extent accounted for by the disorganized condition of the office, and the confusion 
that has arisen thi'ough the absence of a governing mind in the departmental regula- 
tion of the duties of the officers. 

In mentioning this absence of governing power, we are bound to refer to the chief 
clerk (Mr. Taaffe) as well as to the Collector-General. We consider the chief clerk in 
such an .office to be largely responsible for the work being conducted with order and 
regularity, and that it is also his business to see that his subordinates perform their duties 
in a satisfactory manner, and to report, when occasion may require it, any neglect on their 
part. 

With the exception of diminishing office arrears Mr. Taaffe lias really done nothing 
to improve the state of the office during the two years for which he has been chief clerk, 
and it is difficult to believe that he could not have corrected some of its shortcomings, if 
he had thoroughly understood and diligently performed his work. We have moreover, 
observed in him a hastiness of character and intemperateness of language which are ill 
suited to an official who is intrusted with the supervision and control of others. The 
offensively worded letter to the Commissioners of the Blackrock township, to which 
we have already referred, was written by him ; and more than one of the witnesses 
contrasted his brusqueness of manner with the courtesy of the Collector-General. 

There is yet another matter in connexion with this subject to which we must allude. 
It is a letter addressed by Mr. Taaffe to the Collector-General on the 30th November, 
1876. It appears that Mr. Perry, one of Mr. Taaffe’s subordinates, had, in a very proper 
manner, informed the Collector-General by letter (for which he had the written thanks 
of the Collector-General), that certain irregularities had occurred in the transaction of the 
business of which he was in charge — irregularities, the existence of which Mr. Taaffe 
had, in fact, to admit. In reply to Mr. Peny’s letter, Mr. Taaffe thought fit, in a 
letter to Mr. Moylan, to accuse his subordinate of “malevolence,” “intentional malicious 
misrepresentation,” “disinclination to discipline, and of “ being possessed with a spirit 
of insubordination.” When sucli intemperate language is used, and such recrimination 
exhibited by a superior towards a subordinate, we are not surprised at the existence of 
disunion in the office. It is illustrative of Mr. Moylan’s mode of managing the depart- 
ment that he found nothing to surprise him in the letter of his chief clerk, and allowed 
it to pass without censure or comment. 

While however, we are obliged to speak thus of Mr. Taaffe, wc do not wish to convey 
that he is open to the same charge of incompetency which we have been obliged to 
make against Mr. Moylan. He entered the Collector-General’s office at a very early 
age, and he was still young when he became chief clerk, little more than two years 
ago. There was then a large accumulation of arrears which he brought soon after 
under the notice of the Collector-General; and great allowance must be made for an 
official who received no assistance from the head of the department. Mr. Taaffe 
moreover, appears to us to be a gentleman of good natural ability, and capable of 
learning by experience. While therefore, we are compelled to regard his past adminis- 
tration of the office of chief clerk as a failure, we have reason to think that he may 
yet become a more valuable officer under a firmer suirerior, provided that he is 
given to understand that he will be on his trial for some time to come. 

The State of the Collection. 

We must now refer to the present state of the collection and to the extent and causes 
of the deficiency therein. 

On the establishment of the office in 1851 the arrears of rates handed over for 
collection, pursuant to the provisions of the statute, amounted to £45,288. 
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Of this sum. about £23,274 was collected, but it was found impracticable to levy 
the remainder; .and as it. tended to impede the collection of the cun-ent rates, the 
balance, amounting to £22,014 8s. 5d., was struck out in 1855. 

This course was stated by one of the witnesses to have been taken under the 
directions of the Government, but no trace of any such directions can be found either in 
the office of the .Chief Secretary or in that of the Collector-General, and we are unable 
to ascertain that there is any foundation in fact for the statement. 

Passing from these old arrears we come to the assessments and collections which have 

beenmade.from the years 1851 to 1875 inclusive. These are taken from a statement sup- 
plied to.. us. by the auditor, and do not extend beyond 1875, because that is the last 
year for which the collection has been completed. 

We find that the 

£ ■ s. d. 

Tot.al assessments liixvc been ....... .5,509,587 18 11 

Total collections „ 5,034,148 15 5 

Amount uncollected 475,439 3 6 

Taking tlie period for which Mr. Moylan is responsible, viz., from 1870 to 1875 
inclusive, and excluding the arrears of former years, we find that the rates uncollected 
on 31st December, 1877, amount to £163,1 12 as appears by the annexed statement. 


Year. 

Assessment. 

Collected. 

Uncollected. 


£ 

£ 

£ 

1870, . 

245,042 

220,454 

24,588 

1871, . 

256,684 

235,665 

21,019 

1872, . 

293,824 

264,508 

29,316 

1873, . 

310,295 

277,902 

32,393 

1874, . 

300,345 

273,902 

26,443 

1875, . 

281,689 

252,336 

29,353 


1,687,879 

1,524,767 

163,112 


On the results of these five years, the sum uncollected bears a relative per- 
centage to tbe amount of assessment of 9‘7. 

A similar comparison cannot be made with regard to the years 1876 and 1877, the 
assessments of those years being still in course of collection. 


Year. 

Assessment. 

Collected. 

Uncollected. 


£ 

£ 

£ 

1876, . 

280,271 

251,038 

29,233 

1877, . 

266,839 

214,711 

52,128 


With regal'd, however, to the latter year (1877), we think it right to observe that the 
sum collected (£214,711) should be reduced by tbe sum of £7,996, beinp; the amount of 
the Government Grants received by the Collector-General, but excluded by him from tbe 
amount of the assessment (£266,839). The amount uncollected on 31st December, 1877, 
ill respect of the assessment for that year, must accordingly be increased from £52,138 
to £60,124. 

It was our intention to have instituted a comparison between the results of the Comparisoii 
collection under the Act of 1849 and under the system which existed previous to it ; hut between the 
we have been prevented from doing so by the want of the requisite information. 

Though the Poor Law Unions could have given us the necessaiy data as regards the 
poor-rates, the Corporation was unable to supply accounts previous to 1850; and we collection 
are thus unable to arrive at any conclusion as to the aggregate rates. The returns, 
however, furnished to us by tbe North Dublin Union show, as to the poor-rate ° 
struck by that body, that during the period from 1840 to 1850, the deficiency, as com- 
pared with the assessments, was 6 per cent. ; that during the period from 1851 to 
1865, such deficiency was 18 per cent. ; and that'during the period from 1866 to' 1875 it 
was 13^ per cent. 

These statements tend to show that under the Act of 1849, the results of the collection 
have not been so satisfactory as when the rates were collected by the Guardians them- 
selves, but it should be explained that some portion of tbe deficiency during the second 
and third periods is attributable to the circumstance that the powers of collectors as 
regards poor-rates that existed prior to the passing of 13 and 13 Vic. c. 91, are greater 
than those provided by that act. 
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Causes of the deficiency in the Collection. 

At the very outset of this branch of the inquiry, we are met with a difEculty. We 
have been unable to obtain any trustworthy information as to what proportion of the 
assessment has been uncollected in each year, by reason of premises being unoccupied 
for either the whole or a part of the time. Such premises are by the statute exempted 
from the payment of rates; and the Collector-General’s office cannot be made re- 
sponsible for not levying the sums assessed in respect thereof In fact, the real 
deficiency in the collection is what would remain after deducting from the apparent 
deficiency the proportion which represents vacant tenements; and accordingly we 
exerted ourselves to ascertain the amount of this proportion; but in consequence of 
the state of the records of the department, our efforts were without result. Some of the 
witnesses hazarded conjectures on the subject, but as they were admittedly only guesses, 
we do not feel justified in placing any reliance on them. 

Although, however, we are unable to make an accurate report on this branch of the 
inquiry, our examination of as many of the arrear sheets as we could procure, left no 
doubt on our minds, that a large part of the deficiency represented rates payable out of 
occupied premises, and which prima facie ought to have been collected ; and further 
that the amount of rates prima facie collectible and yet not collected, was exceptionally 
high in Dublin as compared with other' places. This — the real deficiency in the collec- 
tion— -obviously must arise from one or both of two causes, namely, first, the want of energy, 
intelligence, and care in the management of the collection, or, in other words, maladminis- 
tration in the department ; and secondly, the impossibility of enforcing payment either 
by reason of the want of means of the persons liable, or fraudulent contrivances on their 
pai't, which enable them to evade their legal obligations. 

After the account which we have given of the state of the Collector-General’s office, it 
is to be expected that the work of collection could not be very efficiently performed ; and 
accoi'dingly our inquiries have led us to the conclusion, that a considerate part of the 
deficiency arises from defects of administration, and that under better management the 
collection could be very much improved. 

We shall enumerate some of the circumstances which in our opinion at present im- 
pede the collection. 

1. The books of the collectors and the notice papers are delivered to the collectors 
much too late ■, and this acts as an effectual bar to the collection in the early part of the 
year. The evidence shows that during Mr. Moylan’s tenure of office, the department has 
been gradually getting worse in this respect ; and that while the books were formerly in 
the hands of the collectors in January, they are now often not delivered to them until 
March, April, or even May. 

2, The time of the collectors is taken up in the performance of work which ought to be 
done in the office, and some of which was in former years so done. The arrears in the 
collectors books ought to be written in by the office clerks ; and the business of the 
collector’s should be restricted as far as possible to the actual collection of the money, 
and to obtaining an accurate knowledge of all the changes in their districts. As it is, 
each collector has on an average nearly 3,000 ratings in his book, and is employed 
about three or four months in the preparation of books and notices at a time of the year 
when he is urgently required on the collection. Similarly, instead of calculating the 
sums to be deducted in the case of remissions — a duty formerly done in the office but now- 
thrown on the collectors — the business of the collector ought to be limited to air in- 
vestigation into the facts of each case. The re-charge on the premises should be calculated 
by an office clerk. 

frequent change of collectors from -v’ard to ward, to which we have before 
alluded, is most prejudicial to the collection for the reasons already given. 

4. We are not satisfied that the inspection of premises before they are whollv or in 
part discharged from the collection, has been sufficiently attended to. This duty*is very 
important, and it is at present, nominally at all events, discharged by the chief clerk, 
who receives for it a small additional salary — £40 a year; but it does not seem to 
us compatible with his_ office work. Mr. Moylan in his letter to the chief clerk of 
29th August, 1876, plainly expre.ssed his dissatisfaction at the manner in which the 
duty was attended to. It is evident that any apathy or neglect in the discharge of 
this duty is fatal to one of the few checks which are supposed to have existed over the 
collection. Subject to this inspection, the Collector-General has absolute power to 
strike out of the collection or compromise any assessment which he thinks fit. In a 
departrnent badly organized, devoid of all check over its officers, and with a Chief 
totally ignorant of all its details, the tendency to abuse such an irresponsible power is 
almost irresistible. 
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5. Another cause of the deficiency is the late period at which proceedings arc taken 
for the recovery of the rates from defaulters. These are not taken till the autumn. Rate- 
payers are in consequence not summoned until they owe rates for at least an entire year, 
and the summons sometimes includes even three or four years’ arrears. The proceedings, 
moreover, cease on the 31st December, so that if a man does not happen to be included 
in the list of cases sent for summons up to that date in any one year no legal proceedings 
are taken against him until the following autumn. It appears, moreover, that since Mr. 
Moylan’s accession to office there has been greater remissness than formerly in applying 
to the Police Court for distress warrants. We gather this not only from the general 
evidence of the collectors, but particularly from the observations of the solicitor. Mr. 
Mooney, the Solicitor of the Department, states that “ the quantity of business under 
this head has fallen off very much,” that in the seven years preceding 1870 the sum- 
monses averaged 1,430 a year, but that in the seven years subsequent to that date they 
have only averaged 860 a year. Mr. Mooney states that he is not aware of any reason 
for this, but that the contrary ought to be the case, since the amount to be collected has 
increased. It is clear that this falling off cannot be ascribed to any increased activity in 
the collection. Nor can it be ascribed to the exercise of the power which the Collector- 
Oeneral also possesses of enforcing payment by action of Debt, or Civil Bill Process, 
since, as far as we can learn, not only has this power never been exercised, but it is 
doubtful whether its existence was known to the office. In connexion with this matter 
we have to observe that it was elicited in evidence, that many persons well able to pay 
have been almost habitually allowed to go into arrear and that no legal measures were 
taken against them. 

6. The present status of the Solicitor is also rather an impediment to activity in the way 
of legal proceedings. In consequence of his being paid by costs, the department is 
anxious to keep down its legal chai-ges, and no doubtful case is sent in for summons lest 
the department should be saddled, in case of failure, with the costs ; for the same reason 
the collectors are unable to consult him except under the directions of the Collector- 
General. 

7. The insufficient discharge by the collectors of their duty in connexion with the re- 
port of the premises requiring revaluation, to which reference has been already made, 
must necessarily affect the collection. 

8. The inefficiency of some of the collectors also deserves to be noticed in justice to the 
rest ; and in this respect we ai'e compelled to mention the names of Mr. Banuon, and 
Mr. Gildea. These gentlemen have probably done their best, but the result of their 
services has generally been that the collections in the wards committed to their charge 
have fallen off. 

9. Perhaps, however, the most evident cause of the deficient collections, is the total 
absence of control and real supervision on the part of the head of the department. 
When the Collector-General is deficient in knowledge of the business of the office, and the 
staff generally have no specific duty assigned to them, it is surprising tliat the collection 
is as good as it has been ; and we deem it right to say, that the best feature of the 
department, as it is at present constituted, is the energy, intelligence, and ability of 
some of the individual collectors. 

to. Although, however, we believe that a better administration of the department 
would much improve the collection, thei-e is no doubt that there would still remain a certain 
portion of the rates, payment of which could not be enforced under the existing law ; and 
many complaints were made by the collectors that the legal powers of the office were not 
sufficient to meet the difficulties of the collection. 

In dealing with this question it must be borne in mind that there are two kinds of 
legal change, wholly different in their character, which might be suggested. It is obvious 
that if rates were made a charge or incumbrance on the premises, and that it was pro- 
vided that all tenements, vacant as well as occupied, were equally liable thereto, there 
would not be much difficulty in levying them, and that the deficiency in the collection 
would soon almost entirely disappear. It is, however, also obvious that such a provision 
would materially alter the incidence of the tax, and would be a departure in essential princi- 
ple from the existing law. It seems to us that this is a questiou of general policy, upon 
which we might possibly differ in our opinions, and in the solution of which, the 
inquiries of the Commission can afford no assistance. Therefore, although this matter 
has been referred to by various witnesses, we do not consider that it can be made the 
subject of Report. 

There is, however, another class of amendments in the law to which reference should 
be made. The Act of 1849, under which the Collector-General acts, does not differ 
very materially in principle from the statutes under which local rates are collected in other 
parts of Ireland. Except in a few places, exceptionally situated, rates are not through- 
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out the country an actual charge on the premises, and unoccupied tenements are not 
liable thereto. As a rule, the person who is primcl facie liable is the occupier, except in 
cases where the valuation is small. Of course there are differences in .the different 
local assessments; but- the foregoing are broad features common to the rates payable 
as well in Dublin as in other towns in Ireland ; and it seems to us that the 
Collector-General should have similar powers to those which are usually conferred on rate 
collectors. 

We shall point out some features in the present law which materially impede the 
collection, and which we think ought to be amended. 

. (a.) As the' law now stands, furniture and effects on the rated premises cannot be taken 
under a distress warrant, unless they are the property of the person liable to pay the 
rates. The collectors complain that furniture and goods in rated premises are 
sometimes protected by a bill of sale, or belong to a lodger, or are hired from a third 
person ; and that for these reasons distress warrants are often rendered useless. So also 
a ratepayer may abscond, leaving the rates for the current year unpaid ; and although 
another tenant goes into occupation immediately, the rates cannot be recovered from 
him. There is no doubt that this state of things causes a loss to the collection ; and 
we see good reason for giving the Collector-General the same power of distress which 
exists in the case of poor rates throughout Ireland, and enabling him to destrain any 
goods found on the rated premises for rates which have become due within the two 
years next preceding the distress. 

(&.) A great many tenements in Dublin, which are valued to a considerable amount, 
are let to weekly or monthly tenants, or in separate apartments, and often the occupiers 
are wretchedly poor. The present Act provides that, in such cases, the owner of the 
property (who is defined to be the landlord or the immediate lessor*), is to bo rated. 
The collectors state that some owners of this class of property are in the habit of 
placing between themselves and the occupiers a kind of middleman, who is nominally the 
tenant of the owner, at a very high rent, and the landlord of the occupier, but who 
is in reality a mere agent to collect the rents. These middlemen are the persons rated under 
the existing law ; but as they have little or no means, and are often without even a fixed 
residence, the rates cannot be recovered from them, and their principals cannot be made 
liable. We are disposed to think that the loss arising from this cause has been exag- 
gerated, but still it is very appreciable ; and we include in our recommendations aa 
amendment of the existing law, based on a suggestion of the solicitor of the department, 
to meet this class of cases. 

c. Wethink that the collection is impeded by the collectors being obliged to serve, at a 
very busy season of the year, the notices which are made by the statute a condition 
precedent to the validity of the rate ; and as we conceive that this notice is unnecessary, 
we suggest that it should be abolished. 

There are one or two other minor defects in the law relating to the collection, but it is 
unnecessary to refer to them here, as they will be alluded to in the portion of the 
Report which deals with our recommendations. 

The next branch of our inquiry is the system, of audit. 

Aiodii of the Accounts. 

The 9th section of the Act provides that the Collector-General shall be governed as 
to the manner in which accounts shall be kept, prepared, and exhibited for audits by 
such rules and regulations as shall be issued from time to time by the Lord Lieutenant 
in Council, and in case the Lord Lieutenant shall so direct, such accounts shall be audited 
by the officer who shall be from time to time by warrant authorized by the said Lord 
Lieutenant to audit and declare the accounts of the several treasurers of counties, and 
counties of cities and towns, under the provisions of the. Act, 7 Wm. IV. and 1 Vic., 
c. 54. 

The 15th section of the Act provides that the Collector-General or other person 
appointed by him shall once or oftener in each week, audit and examine the accounts 
of each collector. Although the term audit is mentioned in the l5th section, it is evident 
that it has reference merely to a departmental audit or examination of schedules 
of rates received by the Collector, and the amounts of . which are lodged daily in the 
Bank of Ireland to tire credit of the Collector-General’s account. 

The actual value of the audit which has been applied will be hereafter referred to ; but 
on the assumption that the statute at least contemplated an effective audit, we have to 
observe that the first condition of such an audit is that it should follow at a reasonably 
early date the close of the account, and that it should be regular in its action. We do 
not find that this has been the case in the present instance. After the establishment of 
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fhe office ia 1851, a long delay occurred before any accounts were sent m; and 
thouffb from 1854 to 1859 tbe accounts were forwarded with tolerable regularity, ir<to 
I860 down to the present date they have fallen into a state of chronic arrear. lo 
such an extent has this prevailed that, during the last seventeen years, about fourteen 
months have, on the average, elapsed after the close of the year to which the accounts 
relate before they were sent in for audit. 

The annexed table shows — 

1 . The date at which the accounts for each year were lodged for audit. 

2 The number of months which elapsed from the close of the account till the date 
of lodgment. 

3, The date of the auditor’s certificate. 


year. 

Lodged for Audit. 

MontliS in 
Arrear, 

Date of Certificate. 

1851, . 

July 2, 1855, . 

42 

July 14, 1855. 

1852, . 

July 2, 1855, 

30 

July 14, 1855. 


July 2, 1855, 

18 

July 14, 1855. 

1854, . 

July 2, 1855, 

6 

July 14, 1856. 

1855, . 

March 5, 1856, . 

2 



March 14, tttov, . 

2 


1857, . 

April 28, 1858, . 

3 

June 23, i006. 

1858, . 

July 22, 1859, 

6 

Aug. 9, 1869. 

1859, . 

March 1, 1860, . 

2 

July 5, 1860. 


March 4, 1862, . 

14 

March 11, 1862. 

1861, . 

July 17, 1863, . 

IS 

Aug. 29, 1865. 


Oct. 27, 1865, . 

33 

March 24, 1866. 


Oct. 27, 1865, . 

21 

March 24, 1866. 

1864, . 

Oct. 27, 1865, 

9 

March 24, 1866. 

1865, . 

June 4, 1866, 

5 

Aug. 23, 1866. 

I860, . 

Sept. 3, 1867, . 

8 

Dec. 23, 1867. 


Nov. 20, 1868, . 

11 

April 19, 1869. 


Dec. 23, 1870, . 

23 

jViai'ch 1, lOi 1. 

1869, . 

Dec. 23, 1870, . 

11 

March 1, 1871. 

1870, . 

Oct. 17, 1872, . 

21 

Dec. 4, 1874. 

1871, . 

Aug. 21, 1873, . 

19 

Dec. 4, 1874. 

1872, . 

Jail. 5, 1874, 

12 

Dec. 4, 1874. 


Oct. 6, 1874, 

9 

Dec. 4, 1874. 

1874, . 

Oct. 22, 1875, . 

9 

Jan. 26, 1876. 

1876, . 

March 6, 1877, . 

U 

On hand. 

1876, . 

Deo. 21, 1877, . 

11 

On hand. 


On inquiring into the system of audit, we -were informed by Mr. Davis, the chief clerk 
in Master FitzGibbon’s office, that the accounts for 1875 and 1876 were, under- 
<»'oino- audit; and those for 1876 having been produced, it appeared that the arrears 
of fm-mer years were stated to be £123,786 at the commencement of the year, and 
,£147,077 at its close. These arrears were stated in a lump sum, in what was called 
Schedule A ; but it appeared that no examination of any kind was made into the details 
of which this sum was composed ; and, in fact, that the only document sent in to vouch it 
was a list of the arrears relating to 1875 and former years which tlie Collector- 
General had decided in that year to write off as irrecoverable, and that by deducting from 
the charge the total of this list, together with the amount of rates collected, the 
amount outstanding is arrived at. In defence of this course Mr. Davis observed that, as 
the auditor has no ’ power to inquire into the arrears, while the Collector-General has 
absolute power to strike off any which he may think proper, no practical object could be 
obtained by the auditor’s examining the details. It is clear, however, that in a detailed 
examination of these arrears the whole gist of an eftectual audit lies. 

It is due to Master FitzGibbon to state that, when he came into office, he made a most 
vigorous and persistent struggle to make his audit thoroughly effective. 

The Master considered that he was entitled to charge the Collector-General with the 
whole of his assessment for any given year ; to inquire into the causes why the rates in 
Dublin w’ere not collected ; to exercise his own judgment as to whether the Collector- 
General and his officers h^ shown proper vigilance in the execution of their duty, and 
if he were not satisfied, to surcharge the Collector-General with any rates improperly 
discharged by him from collection. With this object he used to summon the collectors 
and investigate some of the items composing the arrears : the result being that, during the 
two or three years this course was adopted, a considerable improvement in the collection 
took place. 

The Collector-General however, (Mr. Staunton) considered that the Auditor exceeded 
his powers and appealed to the Government on the subject. 
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Decision of The question was ar^ed before the Privy Council in 1864-5, and, in consequence of 
Council''^ its decision, the following letter was addressed to the Auditor by the Under Secretary 

Dublin Castle, 17th April, 1866 

“ SiE, — In reference to your letter of the 24th ultimo, I am directed by the Lord Lieutenant to infom 
you that the copies of your certificates were ti-ansmitted to the Collector-General for his observations thereon ■ 
and I send herewith a copy of tho observations, which have been received from him for your information’ 
His Excellency is advised that where the accounts are defective in form, as the Collector-General apiiears to 
admit, he ought to correct them, as pointed out by you. In this there cannot be any difficulty ; the onlv 
matter of substantial controversy raLsed by these certificates, and observations of the Coilector-Gen^i is as to 
the mode of disposing of uncollected arrears repoi-ted by the Collector-General as ii-recoverable. As to ’this Hi 
Excellency is advised, and is informed, that sucli is the view taken by the members of the Privy Council who 
heard the case, that tlie Master has, as auditor of the accounts, no jurisdiction to try over agsiiu the decision of 
the Collector-General as to arrears which he may think it right to discharge under tlie terms of tire Act 
The Collector-General may be responsible to the Crown if guilty of misconduct in that particular, and there' 
may be ways of having ai-rears not collected in one year, made collectible again in another, but with all tliis the 
Master, as auditor, has nothing to do. It is for Parliament, if it thinks fit, to give him such jurisdiction 
Wliat the Piivy Council considered necessary was that the Collector-General should pursue with regularity the 
course of inquiry, and the mode of ascertaining facts which are pointed out in the Act, in order to enable'^liim 
to judge whether tho particular arrears should or should not be discharged ; and to state in proper schedules 
that he had done all this, and had discharged the collectors accordingly ; but they thought that having stated 
this his account, so far as audit was concerned, was complete, and his decision final and conclusive on the auditor 
As to the particular matter of the Arran-quay rate,? there is some confusion from the way in which the Collector" 
General bi-ought them into account, but substantially the matter can be easily settled by his taking the arrears, 
as they stand, and in his next account giving his own decision, discharging the collector from tliem if on due 
inquiry he finds they are uncollectible, as it is presumed they are. The same may be done, in fact as to all 
the aneai's geueiully, which have formed the subject of this correspondence.” ’ 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

(Signed,) TnoMAS A. Larcom.” 

On being thus informed that he had no jurisdiction in the matter of the arrears^ 
Master FitzGibbon ceased making any practical examination ; and so completely illusory 
and formal has he considered the audit which he is called on to make, that he has sinc"e 
that date given his certificate on the accounts in a carefully worded form of which the 
following is a specimen : — 


z “ I certify that in tlie annexed account the Collector-General is properly debited with the total amount of all 
rates assessed for tlie year 1873, and with the total amount of all arrears of rates for former years not struck off 
as UTecovcrablc, and also with tiie balance standing in bank to the credit of his office account for the year 1 872 
said debits amounting to £394,271 17s. dd. That all the credits talcen in said account for sums allocated 
and lodpd to the credit of separate accounts of rates kejit by the Bank of Ireland have been duly vouched by 
the Collector-Geuei-al s bank jiass books and the bank certificate. As to the credit taken for £16 124 7s Urf 
tlierem stated to be irrecoverable for the reasons therein stated, no evidence has been laid before me’in supnort of 
said credit other than the statements in said account and in the schedules lodged in my office and referred to in 
^e acwiint In like manner tho credit taken for £104,791 13s. OU remaining uncollected on the 31st 
December, 1873, and in the account stated as rates to be brought to charge in next account, no evidence has 
been laid before me explanatory of the circumstances under which these rates remained uncollected as in 
the account stated. Wlicther any portion of the rates so stated to be irrecoverable was lost, or any part of the 
i-ates stated to be unwllected was left uncollected by the neglect or default of the collectors, I have no means of 
ascertaming, and I, therefore, do not express any opinion. The other credits taken in the account are proper 
credits. All which I certify this 4th day of December, 1874. ^ ^ 

“ (Signed,) Gerald FitzGibbox.” 

On this subject however, one fact was elicited in evidence to which it is necessary to 
!, draw attention. We have already stated that we failed to obtain from the office any 
detailed statement of the arrears, but in the examination of Mr. Davis a form of schedule 
was produced which had _ been prescribed by an Order of the Privy Council dated 
28th March, 1865, and which by its printed heading purported to show the “ recoverable 
and. irrecoverable arrears for the year ending 31st December, and the previous years” and 
giving the name and residence of every defaulter. 

Instead of obeying the directions of the Council, the Collector-General has furnished 
each year on this very form “a schedule of the arrears which he has directed to be 
struck offm the year, —a rnatter totally distinct and different from that of arrears due 
by ratepayers; and this practice has been allowed to pass without comment by the auditor 
although It appears to us to be within the limits of interference laid down in the Govern- 
ment letter of 17th April, 1866. 

Of this disobedience of express instructions, we have only to remark that Mr. 
Moylan expressed his usual ignorance, and to observe that if the rule of the Privy 
Council had been ^served we should have been able to have obtained information for 
this report, very different from the bald narrative of official neglect to which it is unfor- 
tunately limited. 

The other points on which we considered it expedient to examine Mr. Davis thoueh 
of minor importance, tended strongly to support our opinion that a revision 'both of 
the accounts themselves and of the system of audit is absolutely necessary In fact 
we are of opinion that the pesent system should be abandoned altogether, and that a 
detailed examination of the books of the office will be the only effective mode of audit, 
satisfactory alike to the public bodies and the rate-payers of Dublin. 
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In the consideration of a matter of such importance as an eiFective audit we thought BIi-. L’ialay’s 
it right to obtain the assistance of an experienced auditor ; and we accordingly invited c^Rnee. 

Finlay, an auditor attached to the Local Government Board, to attend before us. 

In that gentleman's evidence, given on the 15th Fehi’uary, many valuable suggestions 
are contained, but there is one in particular to which we think it desirable to draw 
attention. 

The remissions are at present made on the authority of the chief clerk, who also acts Appoint- 
as Inspector, for which he receives an allowance of £40 a year. It is his duty in the 
latter capacity to visit all premises, in respect of which remissions are claimed, to certify 
that he has so visited them, and that the remissions may be fiiiriy made. This duty is 
a verv important one, and Mr. Finlay expressed an opinion, in which wo entirely concur, 
that it is one which ought not to be performed by any one employed in the office of the 
Collector-General. We agree with Mr. Finlay that the officer discharging this duty 
ought to be wholly unconnected with the department, and that he should be appointed, 
on behalf of the ratepayers, by the Lord Lieutenant. 

We now come to the statutable duties devolving on the office irrespective of the 
collection of rates. 

Farliamentarij Franchise. 

One of these statutable duties is the formation of the Farliamentai’y Voters List, 

By the 13th k 14th Vic., c. G9, the Franchise is made dependent on a rateable occu- i3&i4Vic. 
pation for one year and the Payment of Poor Bates. c- G9. 

By the 31st & 32nd Vic., cap. 49, sec. 21, the Collector-General is directed to make si & 32 Vic. 
out, on or before the 8th day of July in every year, and transmit to the Town Clerk c. 49. 
a list of every man of full age who is rated in his hooks for the rate last made by him 
under 12 & 13 Vic., cap. 91, and who, as occupier of premises, or portion of premises when 
separately rated, of a net annual value of more than four pounds, excluding from such 
list every such occupier who shall not, on or before 1st July in such year, have paid 
all Poor Rate (if any) which shall have become payable by him in respect of such 
premises previously to the 1st day of January preceding. 

In the summer of each year a list is accordingly made out in the office, checked 
M'ith the Rate Book, and sent to the collectors to strike out the names of those who 
have not, before 31st July, paid the rates due at the end of the previous year. 

These lists are forwarded to the Town Clerk, and when the}’- are brought before 
the Revising Barristers, the Collector-General and his officers are hound to attend 
the courts and give all requisite informatiou. 

For the wm-k in connexion with this Act the collectors get no extra pay, the sum of 
£100 provided by the Guardians being received by the chief clerk and a temporary 
assistant. 

These two Acts clearly throw upon the Collector-General the responsibility of put- 
ting on the Rate Book, and consequently, if the rates required by the statute are paid, 
on the Voters’ List, all yearly tenants ; and it is also maintained by the Revising Bar- 
risters that he is bound to put on it all weekly and monthly tenants, who, by putting in 
sufficient time, have qualified themselves as yearly tenants, and have otherwise fulfilled 
the requirements of the law. 

We examined the two Revising Barristers for the city, and from the evidence given by 
them we are of opinion that these duties have not been satisfactorily performed. Eevisiu-' 

Though these gentlemen most fully acquitted the collectors of being actuated Bamster.s, 
by any political feeling in the discharge of their duties, they informed us that since the 
Act of 1868, which by extending the franchise heavily increased the work, came into 
operation, the lists of voters have been very imperfectly made out. In fact, it was 
stated to us that while the Legislature intended that the office of the Collector- 
General should be the machinery by which the statutes relating to the franchise 
should be mainly carried out, they would, to a great extent, have remained a dead 
letter, if it had not been for the independent action of the political agents in the 
eity. The evidence given by the Revising Barristers was to a great extent corroborated 
by that of Mr. O’Shaughnessy, who appeared as the representative of the Liberal Asso- 
ciation. 

It is not affirmed by the Revising Barristers, or by Mr. O’Shaughnessy, that this non- 
performance of the duty is owing to any want of zeal on the part of the collectors; tlieduty 
but they attribute it, partly to the extreme difficulty which they have in numei'ous bdug 
cases to contend with in obtaining information respecting the real occupants, partly nnsatis- 
fothe amount of other wor-k in which they are engaged, and partly to their duty in con- 
nexion with the franchise being made subservient to what is considered their more 
pressing business — the collection of the rates. 

D 
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But while this may be true as regards the collectors, we are unable to acquit the 
ofhce of negligence as regards the fact mentioned by llr. Ferguson, that men who 
have substantiated their claim in one year, have again to repeat their claim in the sub- 
sequent year, on account of their names having been omitted from the Bate Book. 

There appears to be a conflict in legal opinion as to the omission to place on the 
Bate Book the monthly and weekly tenants, who have qualified themselves. 

The Collector-General, acting under high legal advice, has instructed his officers to 
omit from the Bate Book all weekly and monthly tenants. The Bevising Barristers on 
the other hand, inform us that they have placed on the lists many cases of monthly and 
weekly tenants who have qualified themselves as to time, and that there has been no 
appeal from these decisions. It is very desirable that this divergence in action should 
be settled by the Superior Courts, in which we understand that there is a case now 
pending for the purpose. 

We do not agree with the opinion which has been expressed that there is any clash- 
ing of interests between the work of the collectors of rates, as such, and their work ia 
connection with the franchise. The legislature imposed fresh clerical duties on the office 
in requiring the lists to be prepared in it in accordance with the Rate Book, which it 
assumed to be correctly made out, and for this duty remuneration was to be given by 
the Guardians ; but, with the exception of the marking of these lists, whatever the col- 
lectors do in the interest of the franchise, they ought to do, or to have done, in the 
interest of the collection of rates ; and we think that it is the shortcomings in the case 
of the latter that have led to the mistakes as regards the former. W e hope that com- 
plaints may be prevented by relieving the collectors of some of the duties which they 
are now obliged to perform (but which ought to be done by the office staff), by retaining 
them for a longer period in the same wards, and by establishing in the office a system by 
which the Rate Books will be more accurately kept. 

Municipal Franchise. 

The Acts which regulate the Municipal Franchise in Dublin are : — 

3 & 4 Vic., cap. 108 ; 

6 & 7 Vic., cap. 93 ; 

12 & 13 Vic., cap. 85 ; 

12 & 13 Vic., cap. 91. 

Preparatiou By these Acts the Town Clerk is required to prepare every year a list of those entitled 
of the to be on the Burgess Boll in right of occupation and the payment of rates. The term 
Burgess occupation is two years, previous to the 31st of August in any year ; and all Poor 

Bates payable within six months previous to that date must have been paid. The Town 
Clerk has power to summon the collectors to attend at his office, and mark on the lists 
the date up to which each person had last paid his rates, and the amount due and 
unpaid by him. Under the 86th section of the Act 12 k 13 Vic., c. 91, the Collector- 
General is obliged, when called upon, to furnish to the Town Clerk a list of all rate- 
payers. 

The practice appears to be as follows : the lists are made out by the Town Clerk 
(who for this purpose has access to the books of the Collector-General) and when 
made out they are sent down to the office of the Collector-General and there marked by 
the collectors in accordance with the requirements of the Act. 

It is stated that this plan works more easily than the mode prescribed by the Act. 

As the number of Voters on the Municipal list is small compared with that on the 
Parliamentary list, the labour at present imposed on the collectors cannot be very 
severe so far as the marking of the lists is concerned, but, as in the case of the parlia- 
mentary franchise, it is stated that a great deal of trouble is caused by the examination 
of the claims, which duty falls entirely on the collectors. No complaints were made to ns 
of the manner in which this duty is performed and we have no observations to offer on 
the subject. 

Jurors' Lists. 

Preparation The preparation of the general list of Jurors for the City is another duty imposed 
of the by statute on the Collector-General. 

Jm-ors’ Xhis duty is now regulated by the Acts — 34 and 35 Vic., cap. 65, 35, and 36 Vic., cap. 

25, and 39, and 40 Vic., cap. 21. 

Under these Acts the precept is receivable from the Clerk of the Peace early in 
July, and by the 1st of August a complete list of all the Jurors in each ward between the 
a<res of 21 and 65, showing their names alphabetically arranged, their place of 
abode, their callings, and the value and situation of the property in respect of 
wliich they are qualified, must be sent to the Clerk of the Peace. 


Mr. 
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These lists have to be certified by the Collector-General and by each Collector so 
for as his own ward is concerned, and for any wilful neglect of duty the Collector- 
General is liable to a penalty of £50. 

The 34 and 35 Vic., cap. G5, sec. 16, provides that the Town Council shall, out of the 34 it 35 
Grand July Cess, remunerate the Collector-General for the additional duties imposed on c. 65. 
him by the Act, and each collector is accordingly paid £30 a year for his extra work 
under these Acts. 

An association was established in 1875 for the protection of Jurors, and we jm-ors’ 
examined Mr. Edmundson, Honorary Secretary and Mr. Edmonds, assistant secretary, association, 
of the Association. From the evidence of these gentlemen we are satisfied that the lists 
are not made out as correctly as they might be, but though blame may be in some degree 
attributed to the office of the Collector-General for inaccuracies, which might be 
avoided if the office books were correctly kept, we are satisfied that the mis- 
takes are mainly owing to the great difficulties which are deliberately thrown in the 
way of the collectors by persons anxious to avoid being placed on the lists, and to the 
want of any legal power to enable them to obtain the requisite imformation. 

It is to be observed that while the prestige of the parliamentary franchise tends 
in some degree to fill the Voters’ list without the aid of the collectors, the personal 
inconvenience attendant on being on the Jurors’ list is so great that it leads to the 
adoption of every possible means to avoid being placed upon it, and to such an extent 
is this carried that persons occasionally disenfranchise themselves in order to escape 


service as jurors. 

On account probably of the difficulties with which the collectors have to contend 
little or no blame has been attributed to them on account of the state of the lists, 
except as regards the professional exemptions, as to the ascertainment of which there 
need be but httle difficulty. 

We have observed that the parliamentary franchise imposes but little extra labour 
on the collectors ; but we are unable to express the same opinion as regards the Jurors 
list. Inquiries in connexion with the freehold and leasehold occupation, inquiries 
under the several heads of exemptions, and into the callings of _ all upon the_ lists are 
distinct and considerable additions to the work of the office, which did not exist, as far 
as we know, until recently. 

We think that a more careful method of keeping the books in the office will to some 
extent diminish the complaints under this head, but looking at the difficulties with 
which the collectors have to contend, we fear that even under improved management 
the lists will continue to be far from perfect. 

In case of any amendment of the present Jury Laws, it might be desirable to give the 
collectors increased means of obtaining the knowledge necessary for the preparation of 
the lists by imposing a penalty on any person who would refuse to give them informa- 
tion or who would give them false or misleading information on the subject; but we 
do not venture in this report to make any specific suggestions as to the amendment of 
this branch of the law. The connexion of the Collector-Generals office with the jury 
system, forms but a very small part of an extensive subject, which could only he 
adequately dealt with as a whole, and the consideration of which would have led us far 
beyond the limits of our inquiry. 


Revision of Valuation. 

We have already referred to this subject, but there is an additional point connected Rating 
with it to which we wish to draw attention. ppinling an 

By the existing law the collectors’ lists are sent in to the Clerks of Unions on the 1 5th a?]ieai from 
of November; they are, on or before 27th November, sent in to the Valuation Office, 
and the revision is carried out as rapidly as possible. Twenty-eight days are then allowed 
by the Act for the parties interested to appeal; but as the Collector-General strikes 
his rate on 1st January, the interval between the completion of the revision and that date 
is too short to allow the twenty-eight appeal days to elapse. The result is that the Col- 
lector-General is unable to act upon the revision until the following year — i.e. the 
revision of 1876 would not come into operation, until 1878 ; consequently all new build- 
ings escape rating at least for one year. This is cleaiTy detrimental to the collectioii, 
and the flaw in the Act requires amendment. 

It was suggested by the solicitor to the Valuation Department that the Collector- 
General should be enabled to act on the primary valuation sent in, without w'aiting 
for the lapse of the appeal time, and that the ratepayer should bo entitled to a dra\y- 
back, if the result of tho appeal was to modify the valuation. We think that this 
would be a desirable amendment of the lawo 
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Duhlin Water Works Act, 1861. 

Under this Act the Collector-General is charged with the collection of 

1. The Public Water Kate. 

2. The Domestic „ 

3. Tlie Contract „ 

4. The Meter „ 

Ey the 67th Section, he is bound to furnish each year to the Corporation a return of all 
arrears which up to its date may remain uncollected or irrecoverable in respect of the 
rates which have been appiotted under the Act. 

This return which is to contain full information as' to the parties in arrear, is to be re- 
ferred by the Corporation to a Committee ; and by that Committee the instructions for 
the recovery of the arrears are to be sent to the Collector-General. Dr. Norwood was in- 
structed by the Corporation to speak on their behalf, and his complaint is that, with the 
exception of the Meter Kate, respecting which returns for 1877 have been sent in 
under special arrangement, no such return as that directed by the statute, has been sent 
to the Corporation since 31st March, 1868. It is true that Mr. Taaffe alleged that they 
had been sent, but that they had not been made use of; but there is no record in the 
books of the Water Rate Committee of their having been sent, and neitlrer Dr. Norwood 
nor any of the officers of the Committee ever saw them. The evidence is therefore clearly 
against the office of the Collector-General. ^ 

We find, moreover, that the statement made to us is confirmed by the report of the 
“ Economy Committee,” a committee which was appointed last year by the Corporation 
to inquire into its financial condition. In a report of this Committee, dated 31st July 
last, it is stated with reference to the 67th Section of the Act. ^ 

“ Wo have found that although the Collector-General is bound by the G7th Section of the ' Dublin Corpora 
“tion Water-works Act, 1861,’ to give to tho Corpoi-ation annually an account of the aireavs due for contact 
and Meter Water Rates, for several years past he has not complied with the law. We have been 
“informed that he lias been called upon repeatedly to furnish same by the Water-works Committee, hut witli- 
“ out eflect, and although your Committee called upon him by resolution to do so for theii- information in this 
‘ inquiry, he did not comply j we must therefore recommend that this duty be enforced upon him fortlnvith 
l)y directing the Law Agent to rc))ort upon the most prompt means for so doin<r,” 

Arrears in respect of these rates are at present mixed up with the other arrears 
which have remained uncollected by the Collector-General ; and we are informed 
that if the returns had been sent in as directed by the Act special instructions 
nnght have been given by the Committee, which would have led either to the payment 
of the water rates, or tho withdrawal of the water supply from the defaulters, but 
m the absence of these returns no steps could be taken, and the Committee of the 
Corporation was prevented from performing its duties as to the recovery of the rates. 

No explanation was given us of the cause of this neglect. 

_ Under the present law the Corporation has to keep accounts against each individual 
in respect of the meter and contract rates, though the collection rests with the Col- 
lector-General. This must lead to some extent to duplicate accounts bein^' kept 
^ regards these rates in the two departments, and if the accounts will in future 
be audited by the same officer this practice should as far as possible be dis- 
continued. 


Superannuation. 

In the _ course of the evidence, it was elicited that some dissatisfaction prevailed 
at the decision arrived at by the then Chief Secretary in reference to the pension recently 
awarded to Mr. Rock, the late warrant officer. 

This officer had previously served in the Police Force 21 years, and was in receipt 
of a pension from public funds of £121 for that service. He then served 14 years m 
the Collector-General’s office as warrant officer, during which time his emoluments 
in that capacity averaged £120 a year. 

On his retirement it was urged by the officer that he should be allowed as pension 
two-thirds of his emoluments on the ground that in all other cases the Government had 
allowed the full two-thirds, which is the outside limit permitted by the Act. 

After some correspondence, the Government awarded him a pension of £76 a year, 
for his^ 14 years ^service, which sum is now a charge upon the rates, and of which Mr. 
Rock 13 m re^ipt in addition to his police pension of £121. We consider that the 
claim or this officer that the full two-thirds of salary should be granted as pension ir- 
respective of the actual length of service, is contrary to the intention of the Act 'and 
in fairness to the ratepayers is untenable. 
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As regards the clerical staff, we consider that . full justice will be done if pensions^are 
granted in accordance with the principle laid down in the second section of “ The 
Superannuation Act, 1859 ; ” but as regards the Collector-General _ and the collectors, 
Y»-e think that in consequence of the age at which they may be appointed, and the corres- 
ponding experience which they will bring to bear upon their duties, a number of years 
not exfTeeding seven should be added to their actual service in calculating their pension 
on the piinciple of the 4th section of the Act of 1859. 

We do not, however, think that this provision, as to added years, should apply to an 
officer who is in receipt of a pension from some other branch of the public service. 


Expenditure of Office. 

The Act coirtains a provision that the expenses of the management of the office of 
the Collector-General, including salaries, poundage, rent of office, taxes, and all other 
incidental expenses attending the same, shall not exceed two pounds ten shillings 
per cent, upon the total moneys collected. A legal opinion was obtained shortly after 
the office was established to the effect that this provision does not extend to the salary 
of the Collector-General himself or tq law costs incurred in connexion with the rates ; 
and it has been since held that it does not apply to pensions granted to retired officers 
under 32 & 33 Vic., c. 79. 

The present Collector-General, Mr. Moylan, in the course of his evidence called attention, 
ill proof of his economic management, to the fact that he has been able in each year since 
his appointment to keep the office expenses considerably below this sum of 2| per cent, 
and to transfer the surplus, amounting often to over £1,000 in the year, to the credit 
of the several rates, a thing that had never occurred in the time of his predecessor. 
Mr. Moylan considered this a matter of some importance ; and, although he could not de- 
, scribe the exact nature of the economy, he evidently felt that the fact reflected credit 
on his management. A little investigation, however, showed that it could be accounted 
for in a very simple way. Mr. Staunton, the former Collector-General, was in 
the habit of applying the 2^ per cent, as far as it would go, to the payment 
of the expenses of management including his own salary, law costs and pensions ; 
•and if any further sum was required it was taken from the general fund ; but My 
Moylan in framing his accounts took from the general fund the entire amount of his 
s<alary, law costs, and pensions ; and there was thus left an apparent surplus of the 
2^ per cent. 

The practical result, however, was precisely the same ; and in fact the cost of 
■collection has increased rather than diminished in later times, as will be seen from 
the following table which shows the operation of Mr. Moylan’s system for each of the 
seven years during which it has been at work : — 


Years, 

Total Expendi- 
ture of Office 
under all Heads. 

Amount of 
Poundage 
deducted. 

Amount of 
Poundage paid 
over as a Saving 
to the Bodies. 


£ 

£ 

£ 

1870, . 

6,112 

5,509 

— 

1871, . 

6,250 

5,850 

967 

1872, . 

6,957 

6,458 

932 

1873, . 

7,266 

6,804 

1,207 

1874, . 

7,071 

6,876 

988 

1875, . 

7,915 

6,584 

1,096 

1876, . 

7,176 

6,396 

1,284 

1877, . 

7,522 

6,557 

1,283 

Total, . 

56,269 

51,034 

7,757 


It thus turns out that while the product of the poundage has been deficient by 
£5,235 to meet the expenditure of the office, £7,757 has been diverted from its proper 
purpose and paid back to the several bodies, while the deficiency of £5,235 has been a 
charge on the General Fund. 

This practice is an absurdity, and has led to misleading figures being inserted in the 
annual account. The poundage should be exhausted before any charge is made on the 
General Fund. 


Scale oi 
superan- 
nuation. 


12 &13 
Vic., c. 91, 
sec. 27. 


Mode of 
keeping the 
account of 
office 
expenses. 
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Allocation of Consolidated Rates. 

In order that the public bodies interested in the amounts received by the Collector- 
General from time to time, in respect of the consolidated rates, may have their due 
proportions paid over to them in accordance with the terms of the 26th Section of the 
Act, it is necessary to analyse the sums received, not only as regards the description 
of rates, but as regards the particular year of assessment. This duty, under a Privy 
C/Ouncil order, is performed weekly, and it entails upon the office staff so large an 
amount of clerical work (two-thirds of a clerk’s time), that it occurred to us to make 
some suggestions as to the possibility of its being performed monthly, quarterly, 
or even annually instead of weekly ; and of paying, in the meantime, sums 
upon account to the Public Bodies. But we are told by the chief clerk to the 
Collector-General that, although the Public Bodies may make no objection to any 
arrangement or system that would keep them supplied with funds, it is more satis- 
factory to perform this duty weekly, as mistakes can be more easily corrected. 
Possibly, during the re-organization of the office, this matter can be more fully con- 
sidered, with a view to a reduction, if possible, of the labour and cost of the weekly per- 
formance of this duty. 

Official Leate. 

As the Privy Council has lately laid down rules respecting the leave to which the 
members of the staff are entitled, we should not have thought it necessary to refer to the 
subject unless we had considered that the evidence respecting it bore upon the unfor- 
tunate administration of the office by Mr. Moylan. It appears that three weeks leave 
had been usually allowed by Mr. Staunton, but that, on Mr. Moylan’s appointment, the 
ordinary leave was abolished, and sick leave was granted in a very unsatisfactory way. 
In one instance brought to our notice the certificates of medical men ot the eminence 
of Dr. Hamilton, the Medical Officer of the Department, and of Dr. Smyly, were refused ; 
and the gentleman holding them was actually fined £4 for shamming, and this, 
it would seem, without any inquiry into the merits of the case. The absurdity of the • 
practice was fully exemplified by the fact that two months’ leave was afterwards of 
necessity taken without the acceptance of any certificate. 

Such conduct as this in the Head of a Department we consider to be needlessly 
harsh, and productive of nothing but mischievous discontent among his subordinates. 

Office Premises, 

The house No. 43. Fleet-street, Dublin, in which the Collector-General and his staff are 
at present located, has been frequently referred to in the course of the examination, 
as being dark and incommodious, and illsuited for the transaction of the business of 
the office ; so much so indeed that at times, the public have been put to gi’eat incon- 
venience. Moreover, the premises have been pronounced to be unhealthy for the official 
staff, and frequent absences on sick leave have been attributed to bad ventilation, 
and to the occasional necessity of burning gas, not . only in winter time, but on all 
dark days. 

As power is given to the Collector-General, with the consent of the Lord 
Lieutenant, to take or contract for the necessary offices for his department, and as 
there appears to be nothing binding him to the present premises, this matter could be 
remedied by the action of the Collector-General. 

Half-Yearly Accounts. 

Our attention was called to the provisions of the 56tli section of 12 & 13 Vic., c. 91, 
which enacts that the Collector-General shall make out half-yearly, at such time 
as shall be fixed by the Lord Lieutenant, for the several Public Bodies interested in the 
rates, a correct account of the entire sum notified for collection, the amount received 
by him during the past year, and the amount paid by him to such Public Bodies, together 
with certain particulars of the uncollected rates, and of tire office expenses. We found 
on investigation that the Lord Lieutenant had never fixed the time for making out the 
half-yearly accounts mentioned in this provision, and that consequently they had never 
been prepared. 

The Collector-General and his predecessor, however, were in the habit, at the end of 
each year, of publishing a Report containing a statement of the several matters specified in 
the section to which we have referred. The information contained in these Reports, 
although following the requirements of the Statute, was very meagre, and afforded no 
adequate means of testing the efficiency of the collection ; and we do not think that 
much benefit would have been derived from the publication of half-yearly accounts in the 
same form. 
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We are, however, of opinion that it is of the greatest importance that perfect and 
more complete accounts than those, mentioned in the 56th section should be re- 
sularly prepared, and that full publicity should be given to them. These accounts 
should contain the names and residences of all persons who make default in the pay- 
ment of rates ; and copies of them should be not only furnished to the several Public 
Bodies, but also posted in the office of the Collector-General, for the inspection of rate- 
•nayers! The Guardians of the North Dublin Union often, in past years, unsuccessfully 
m-essed Mr. Moylan to furnish them with a list of this kind ; and it was their opinion, 
as well as that of several of the witnesses examined before us, that the publication of 
such lists would tend in a most material degree to diminish the arrears and make the 

payment of rates more punctual and regular. 

^ We have no doubt that publicity given in this way to the names of defaulters would 
have a wholesome influence in the case of ratepayers, of whom we regret to say there 
'ippeared many instances on the arrear sheets, who are apparently well able to pay, 
blit who habitually allow their rates to fall into arrear. We have endeavoured in our 
recommendations to provide for the preparation and publication of this kind of infor- 
mation. 

Reoommendatioks. 

Many subjects to which we have not specially referred were touched on in the 
course of our inquiry; but we think that we have, in the preceding part of this Report, 
noticed the most important matters brought before us ; and we shall now, in conclusion, 
state the recommendations which we venture to submit for consideration. 

For the sake of convenience we classify these recommendations under three heads : — Claasifica- 

1. Suggestions which can only be carried out by amending the present law as to the 

collection of rates in Dublin. j v 

2. Suggestions which may be carried out by means of rules and regulations, made by 

the Lord Lieutenant in Council, under the powers conferred either by the Act 12 and 
13 Vic., e. 91, or by one of the amendments which we propose should be made in that 
statute. . . . , . 

3. Suggestions which may be acted on by the Lord Lieutenant in the exercise ot his 
powers in connection with the department, or by future Collectors General in the 
administration of the affairs of the office. 

Amendments in the Laio. 

1 For the reasons mentioned in a preceding part of this Report, we think that the Enlarged 
Coliector-General and his collectors should be invested with the same powers of dis- powers of 
tress which are conferred on collectors of Poor Rates by the general poor law code. 

The amending statute should make it clear that this power includes the right to distrain 
the goods of any person, whether belonging to the ratepayer or not, found on the rated tofchosecon- 
premises • and that a distress may be made for any rates that have accrued due within fen-ed b>- 
two years next preceding its date. We think that, in addition to these powers of distress, 
there should be a general provision similar to that of the 71st section of 1 and 2 Vic., 
e. 56, making a subsequent occupier of rated premises liable for all rates not paid by 
the previous occupier, subject however to the qualification that no proceedings^ for the 
recovery of an arrear of rate shall be commenced against a person not primarily liable 
to pay the same, unless within the period of two years next after the making and 
publishing of such rate ; and subject also to the subsequent occupier being 
entitled to deduct any arrear of rate so paid by him from the rent payable to his 
landlord 

2. With the view of preventing the loss which in some cases arises from the imme- pauper 
diate lessors of rated premises being paupers, we suggest that where, under the provisions middle-mcii. 
of the 63rd section of the Act, the immediate lessor is rated instead of the occupier, and 
such immediate lessor makes default in payment of the rates, the Collector-General 
should he authorized to take proceedings against any more remote lessor in the manner 
provided by the 70th section ; and that the Justice should be authorized to issue his 
warrant to levy from such more remote lessor the sum due on its being shown to his satis- 
faction that it is impossible, with reasonable diligence, to recover the rates from the person 
primarily liable. Provision should, at the same time be made that, if a lessor more 
remote than the immediate lessor as defined by the Act of 1849 be thus obliged to pay 
the rates, he will he entitled to recover the amount so paid from his tenant as if the 
same were part of, and in addition to, the rent payable by the latter, and that such 
tenant will have a similar remedy over against his tenant, until the liability is finally 
fixed on the immediate lessor. 
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3. We recommend that so much of the Act as makes the service of a notice, de- 
manding the rates, a condition precedent to their validity or to their being deemed due 
be repealed ; and that it be provided that immediately upon the signature of the 
books by the Collector-General in the manner prescribed by the 49th section, and 
the publication of the advertisements directed by the 52nd section, the rates shall 
be good, valid, and effectual, and deemed due for all purposes whatsoever. 

4. With the view of removing difficulties which in the present state of the law would 
arise in continuing legal proceedings in the event of the death or the retirement of the 
Collector-General, we think that the office of Collector-General should be incorporated. 

5. Provision should be made that the pendency of an appeal against any valuation 
or assessment shall not prevent the Collector-General from assessing and recovering rates ; 
but that in every case in which a valuation shall be reduced or an assessment quashed' 
the Collector-General shall be bound to return the part or the whole (as the case may 
be) of the taxes which shall have been paid pending the appeal. 

We were informed that, in a single instance, several thousand pounds were lost 
to the city for want of such a provision as we have here suggested. 

6. We are of opinion that the estimates of expenditure should be furnished to tho 
Collector-General earlier than the 10th of December in each year, the day fixed in the 
Act of 1849. We were informed that there would be no practical difficulty in bavino- 
these estimates sent in on or before the 30th of November, and we suggest that this date 
be substituted for the 10th of December, so as to give the Collector-General a full month 
to prepare the assessment books and collectors’ books. 

7. The present law gives the Lord Lieutenant in Council power to make rules and 
regulations for the government of the Collector-General, his clerks, collectors, and 
officers ; and also to prescribe the manner in which the accounts shall be kept, prepared 
and exhibited for audit. There are, moreover, some substantive provisions in the Act 
as to the duties of officers, their mode of payment, and the keeping of accounts, which 
are not very satisfactory nor well adapted to existing circumstance.s. We think that 
such provisions as we have referred to should be repealed, and a more extended 
power given to the Lord Lieutenant in Council to make rules and orders for the 
management of the office. Thus we think that it would be desirable to repeal the 
15th, 26th, and 56th sections, all of which treat of accounts of different kinds. So, 
too, we think that the 55tli section, which prescribes the mode in which collectors shall 
be discharged or excused from the collection of rates ought to he repealed; and having 
regard to the ve^ unsatisfactory way in which the expenses of management have hither- 
to been dealt with, we think that the provision of the 27th section, prescribing that a 
certain class of expenses shall not exceed 2^ per cent, is calculated to cause confusion 
and uncertainty. We therefore recommend the repeal of the sections referred to ; and 
that power be given to the Lord Lieutenant in Council to make rules and orders for the 
general government of the office, for tlie keeping, rendering, and publication of all 
necessary accounts, for prescribing the period and manner of audit, for directing 
the modes in which rates should be remitted, and the collectors discharged from the 
obligation to levy them, and for fixing the maximum limit of office expenses, inclu- 
ding the salaries of tire Collector-General and other officers, poundage, rent, taxes, law 
costs, and all other incidental charges. 

The foregoing recommendations include all the amendments of the present Act 
which we think necessary. We might indeed, suggest other provisions which would 
possibly have the effect of making the collection more perfect, but which, at the same 
tmre,_ would probably prove oppressive to honest ratepayers, introduce confusion into 
existing contracts, or interfere with established rights. We think that no reasonable 
objection can be made to the changes in the law which we have indicated, and we be- 
lieve that the experience of other localities shows that with such changes, a well organ- 
ized office will be able to make a substantially good collectiorx. 

This brings us to our second class of recommendations. 

Privy Council Rules and Regulations. 

It will be observed that in offering the following suggestions, we have assumed, as 
regards some of them, that the Legislature will confer on the Lord Lieutenant iu 
Council the extended power to make rules and orders, which we have already recom- 
mended. 

1 . It should he provided that the accounts of the office he kept on the double entry 
system, as is now generally done in all public departments. 

2. ^ We think tliat, for the present, the allocation of the rates to the several Public 
Bodies should he made once a week, as heretofore ; bixt if the Collector-General or 
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auditor shall hereafter he able to suggest any way in wliich the allocation can be made 
at greater intervals and with more economy of office work, consistently with a proper 
and reo’tilar supply of funds to the Boai'ds, this regulation can be altered accordingly. 

3. ;^ursuant to the power which Ave have suggested should be given to the Privy Office 
Council to fix the maximum limit of office expenses, we think that it should, in expenses, 
the first instance, be provided that the office expenses of all kinds, including Iuav eoste 

and the salary of the Collectoi’-Genei'al, but exclusive of pensions, shall not exceed 2^ 
per cent, on the sum collected, unless the excess above that amount shall be approved 
of by a special order in Council. It should, however, be understood that for tlie next 
tAVo'or three years, pending the reorganization of the department, a special order will 
bo made, in case the auditor certifies that such excess is necessary to ensure the 
proper working of the office. At the end of that time the amount of annual expenditure 
necessary for the efficient discharge of the duties imposed on the Collector-General and 
his staff Avill bo ascertained, and the maximum can then be definitely fixed. 

4. We think that an Order in Council should be made providing tlrat no collector shall Inspe>.tion 
be discharged from levying or be excused for not collecting any rates assessed in the ° pr«''T"s-<": 
district allotted to him upon any grounds whatever, until an officer to be appointed by 

the Lord Lieutenant and to be called the Inspector of Premises, shall investigate the 
facts of the case, and give a certificate to the effect that in his opinion the rates in question 
sliould be discharged from the collection and stating the grounds of such opinion. These 
certificates should be laid before the auditor for the purpose of vouching all rates that 
are returned as uncollectible ; and, without such a certificate, no sum should he struck out 
of the collection. The Auditor should be instructed to report to the Lord Lieutenant 
as soon as the audit of the accounts of each year is completed, his opinion of the manner 
in which the Inspector of Premises has performed his duty. As supplemental to this 
Order in Council, the Lord Lieutenant should appoint a fit person to be Inspector 
of Premises in pursuance of the poAver conferred on him by the 12th section of 12 & 

13 Vic., chap. 91 ; and it is most important that this officer should be a gentleman of 
energy and intelligence, wholly independent of the Collector-General and not con- 
nected in any way with the office staff. 

5. With the vieAv of having the accounts properly audited and full information as to Accoimts. 
the state of the collection given to the public, we propose that an Order in Council 

should direct that the Collector-General shall prepare and furnish monthly to the 
Auditor a Cash Account of rates, showing the balance in his hands at the commence- 
ment and close of the month and the amount of rates (properly classified) Avhich shall 
have been received by him during the month, together with the sums wiiich shall 
have been allocated and paid over to the several public bodies within the month. He 
should also prepare and furnish monthly to the auditor a sepai’ate Cash Account of 
office receipts and expenses, showing the balance in his hands at the commencement 
and close of each month, the sums that he received by deduction from the 
moneys allocated and paid over to the public bodies or from any other source during the 
month, together Avitb the payments (properly classified) Avhich he has made during 
the mouth in respect of salaries (including bis own salary), collectors poundage, legal 
charges, office exjienses, and superannuation allow'ances. 

It should be further provided that at the expiration of each year the Collector-General 
shall prepare and furnish to the auditor similar accounts for the whole year, and that 
the Account of Hates shall be accompanied by a tabulated statement; shoAving the state of 
the collection of rates in each city Avard, namely, the arrears of rates due by rate- 
payers at the commencement of the year, the sum assessed for the year, the amount 
of rates received Avithin the year, the sums discharged from collection through vacant 
houses, bankruptcies, or any other cause, together with the arrears due by ratepayers 
at the close of the year— being in fact an absTract of the Ward Ledgers. T hese Annual 
Accounts when audited should be published, with the Auditor’s report thereon appended, 
and copies should be fui'ni&hed to the Lord Lieutenant and to the public bodies for their 
information. 

G. We understand that by the provisions of 40 & 41 Vic., chap. 57, and by the recent Amlitof 
release of the Receiver Master, the duty of auditing the accounts of this office will for the accounts, 
future be performed by the Local Government Board. Regulations as to the mode of 
audit should be made by the Privy Council ; and Ave suggest that such regulations 
should direct that the office books shall be audited monthly; that the auditor shall haA'e 
access to and be furnished Avith all vouchers, documents and papers relating in any Avay 
to the rates and their collection ; that he shall have full poAver to examine into upon oath 
and report upon all matters relating to rates collected and uncollected, and for that purpose 
to call before him collectors and members of the oflice staff, and any other person who 
he may think can give him information connected with the audit ; and that he shall 
report any case of remissness that comes to his notice in the performance of duty on the 
]iai't of any official should he think it expedient to do so. 
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7. It should be provided that on or before the 1st of December in each year a list 
of the names and addresses of all ratepayers, who on the 1st of November in the same 
year are indebted to the Collector-General in respect of rates, together with the amount 
due in each case, shall be prepared by the Collector-General ; and that copies of such, 
list shall be furnished to each of the public bodies interested in the rates ; and posted in 
the othce for the inspection of the public. We attacli great importance to this 
recommendation. 

8. As we have recommended the abolition of the demand of rates required by the 
statute, we think that, for the convenience of ratepayers who transmit their rates- by- 
letter, an Order in Council should bo made directing the Collector-General to send by 
post, to each ratepayer before the end of the month of January in each year, a notice of 
the amount for which he is assessed for such year. This notice may be in the form of 
the demand of rates, at present used ; but it can be sent through the post-office, and will 
not be a condition precedent to the rate being deemed due. 

9. We would suggest that it be provided by Order in Council that one month’s vacation 
shall be allowed to each clerk, and three weeks to each Collector, in every year ; 
that sick leave in excess of two days shall only be granted by the Collector-General 
on a medical certificate ; and that such sick leave shall not be continued beyond 
three weeks without a certificate from a special medical officer to be nominated for 
the department. In the case of the prolonged illness of a collector, the collection, 
of his ward should be provided for at the cost of the department ; but at the end of 
six months he must either return to duty or the case be reported to the Lord Lieutenant 
to be dealt with under the same rules as genei’ally prevail in the public service. 

10. We think that the salaries of the official staff, including the poundage of the 
collectors, should be paid monthly ; and that the Income Tax thereon should be 
assessed and collected in tbe office in the same manner as in Government departments; 
and should be paid, from time to time, by the Gollector-Genei'al to the Inland Revenue. 

1 L It would be desirable to provide that the Solicitor of the department should be 
paid by a fixed salary, to be settled on the terms that he shall be also entitled to all 
costs recovered by him in adverse litigation. The Solicitor should not be restrained from 
private practice ; and he should not be entitled to a pension. 

12. A regulation should be made prescribing that the Collector-General shall cause 
the Assessment Books to be annually compared with the books in the Valuation Office 
for the purpose of checking the valuation. 

13 We think that the rule giving the Collector-General power to fine his clerks to the 
extent of £2 should be rescinded. We consider that the power of suspension, in grave 
cases, is amply sufficient in a well regulated office for the maintenance of discipline; and 
that the personal influence of the Collector-General ought to be sufficient to control any 
tendency to petty irregularities. 

Suggestions as to the future Administration of the Department. 

We shall now offer a few suggestions as to the futm-e administration of the depart- 
ment, which may be found useful hereafter. 

1. We recommend that all clerks and collectors, before they are appointed, shall be 
examined and ceidified by the Civil Service Commissioners ; and that after such 
examination the clerks shall be subject to a probation of six months, and the collectors 
to a probation of twelve months. The certificate of fitness required by the 12th section 
of the Act of 1849, should be obtained after the period of probation, and before the 
appointment is confirmed. In order to prevent any undue charge for pensions falling 
on the rates, we suggest that the limits of age for clerks on their first appointment 
should be from 17 to 25 years of age, both inclusive; and for collectors from 25 to 35 
years, both inclusive. 

2. We think that in granting pensions the principles on which “ the Supex’annuation 
Act, 1 859 ” is administered should be strictly followed. 

3. We would suggest that the Collector-General, instead of making the rates payable 
by four instalments, as has been the custom heretofore, should declare that they be pay- 
able by two instalments — one due on the 1st of January, and the other on the 1st of July 
in each year. 

4. Any money recovered by the warrant officer should be handed by him, with the 
warrant duly marked, to the collector of the ward in which the premises, in respect of 
which the warrant was obtained,- are situated. The collector should then be responsible 
for the money and the production of the warrant. The warrant officer ought to keep a 
Transfer Book, in which the names of the ratepayers, the description of the premises, 
and the araounte recovered should be entered; and the collector, on receiving the money, 
should initial the item in this book. 
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5 The use of official forms of receipt should be strictly enforced, and separate receipts Rec«)|>te. 
oueht to be given in respect of each separate rating, Each receipt should have 
a number, and their issue to collectors should be registered in the office. We leave for 
further consideration whether the present system of issuing forms of receipt for specific 
sums should be adhered to. - j • .u 

G A proper system of registration of correspondence and documents received in tne 
office should be established. • , • j wlv<i Ixd- 

7, The present form of Ward Ledger ought to be thoroughly revised, in order 
that all information relating to the rates and their collection may be forthcoming ; and ‘ 
any changes in these ledgers of the names of ratepayers or of other particulars should be 

made by the clerical stafti and not by the collectors. _ . 

8. Proper books of records of remissions of rates for vacant premises, bankruptcies, 

&c, should be kept, and the calculation of the amounts to be remitted should be made 
by the clerical staff, as was formerly the case, and not by the collectors. 

■^9 The collectors’ books, showing the arrears due by each ratepayer, should be CoU^-to« 
prepared in the office, and delivered to the collectors not later than the 15th of January 
in each vear. 

10. AU statements of arrears should be furnished from the Ward Ledgers, and not 

from the collectors’ books. _ i i r 

11. Legal proceedings for the recovery of rates unpaid on the 30th of September in 

each year should be taken in all cases immediately after that date, so that the rates ^ 
may be recovered within tiie year of their assessment. 

12. We would suggest that as soon as the office has been re-organized and its efficiency 

tested by an improvement in the collection of the rates, the Collector-General should remiinenk- 
communicate with the Government with a view to an increased scale of remuneration tion of 
being sanctioned for the clerks and collectors. We think that as regards the_ collectors, officers, 
such increased remuneration would best be given by awarding to them, in cases of 
long service and merit, a fixed annual sum in addition to poundage, such additional 
parent being subject to the sanction of the Lord Lieutenant. This, however, is a 
matter on which the opinion of the Collector-General of the re-organized department 
would be of much value : and we do not desire to anticipate the conclusion which 
may be ultimately arrived at as to the best mode of improving the salaries of the 
officers. . 

13. We think that until the office has been re-orgamzed, no permanent addition 
should be made to its staff, «us under proper management, and with a judicious arrange- “ 
raent of the business, no increase in the number of clerks may be necessary. 

14. As the present office seems confined in space and unhealthy, we recommend that Office 

an early opportunity be taken of acquiring more suitable premises. premiae-s. 

15. With a view to the proper re-organization of the Department, we recommend Mr.Moyliui. 
that the present Collector-General be called on to tender bis resignation. Having 

regard to the age of Mr. Moylan, the improbability that he can now engage in any other 
occupation, and the desire which he has always shown to do his best, we trust that 
the question of granting him a pension will be favourably considered;_ and if (as we 
fear is the case) he is not entitled to superannuation under the provisions of 32 and 
33 Vic., c. 79, we recommend that in the amending Act which we have suggested, 
power be given to tbe Lord Lieutenant to grant him a pension of moderate amount. 

16. In an earlier part of this Report, we have been obliged to speak with disapproval Mr. Taaife. 
of Mr. Taaffe’s past administration of the office of chief clerk; but we added— “we have 

reason to think that he may yet become a more valuable officer under a firmer superior, 
provided that he is given to understand that he will be on his trial for some time to 
come.” We therefore recommend that he be continued as chief clerk, but that the 
Collector-General be instructed to specially report to the Lord Lieutenant, at the end of 
the present and each of the two following years, as' to the manner in which he has 
discharged his duties during the preceding year with a view to such action being taken 
on any of tbe reports as the circumstances may require. 

17. We also recommend that a similar course be taken in reference to Mr. Bannon Mr. Baimo» 
and Mr. Gildea, the two collectors to whom we have been compelled to refer in unfavour- 

able terms. 


Conclusion. 

We have to add, at the close of this report, that although wc think that the changes 
in the law and the new Orders in Council, which we have recommended, may materially 
assist the collection in the hands of a properly administered department, we cannot hope 
that they will be of any avail, unless a thorough reform be introduced in the organization 
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of the offioo. This can only be done under the control and supervision of a competent 
head ; and, as by reason of the want of system and bad management which have hitherto 
existed, the new Collector-General will have a most difficult task before him, it will be 
essential to secure for the post a g-entleman possessing exceptional intelligence, firmness 
of character, and not only administrative capacity, but also, if possible, practical 
experience in the control of official accounts and financial matters. 

We have the honour to be. 

Your Grace’s obedient servants. 

HUGH HOLMES, 
MAUETCE BEOOKS, 
H. MUERAY. 

A. J. PHIPPS. 

Dublin, 17th May, 1878. 

Thomas Browni.sg, * 

iS^ecreiary. 
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CITY OF DUBLIN COLLECTION OF BATES INQUIRY COMMISSION. 


MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 


First Dat. — Thursday, Jakcart 3, 1878. 

Before Hugh Holmes, Esq., q.c. ; Maurice Brooks, Esq., m.p. ; Herbert H. Murray, Esq,; and 
Alfred J. Phipps, Esq. Thomas Browning, Esq., Secretary, was in attendance. 


Mr. Denis Motlan. the Collector-General, was examined. 


1 Chairman. — Mr. Denis Moylan, I tliink, is your 

name t- Yes, 

2. You are now the Collector-General of rates in 
the city '! — I am. 

3, How long have you held that office! — Since 
March, 1870. 

4. Before tliat time hml yon any connexion with 
tlie office of Collector-General of Bates in any other 
capacit)-! — No, unless as a ratepayei-. 

5, Or had you any connexion with the collection 
of the rates prior to the passing of the Act 12 tb 13 
Vie. cap, 91 ! — No. 

G. I believe the statute under which your office is 
established Ls this, 12 & 1.3 Vic. cap. 91 1 — Yes. 

7. And are the only powers whicli you po^ess for 
lei'ying rates the powers tliat are contained in that 
statute! — The only powers I possess are under that 
statute; and the Privy Council liave made rules foi' 
the regulation of tlie office. 

8. But that is under a section in this statute. — Yes. 

9. And I believe such rules have been made from 
time to time? — They have been amended ; they have 
been amended recently. 

10. There were originally lules made, and those 
rales have been amended recently 1 — Yes. 

11. Be kind enough to tell us what staff you 
liave in your office ! — There are ten collectors, and a 
rural collector, and a warrant officer that receives the 
wan'ants. 

12. Don’t mind tlieir duties for the present; hut 
just tell us the number of tlie staff. You told us there 
are ten collectors, a rural collector, and a wan-aut 
officer. What other officera have you ! — There is Mr. 
Taaffe ■ 

13. You need not mention tlieir names at present ; 
Imt tell us theil- classification as clerks or collectors, 
or whatever else they may be! — There are three 
senior clerks, and there are junior clerks. 

14. How many junior clerks have you ! — Three, I 
think. Is not it tliree, Taaffe ? 

Mr. Taafe—Yea, sir. 

15. Chairman. — Is the chief clerk included in the 
three senior officers? — The Collector-General. — He is 
included in the three clerks. 

IG. Do I understand then, that the entire staff at 
your clisjiosal consists of yourself, three senior clerks, 
three junior clerks, one warrant officer, and eleven 
collectors, — Yes. 

17. Now, your own salaiy fixed by the statute is, 
I believe, £800 a year? — Yes. 

18. Be kind enough to tell us what the salaries of 
the three senior clerks are! — Well, sir, to do their 
business — the ordinary business of the office, to •write. 

19. Tlieir salaiies I am speaking of. Be kind enough 
to tell us what the salaries are. I believe the clerks 
are paid by annual salary — me tliey not ? — They are. 

20. Tell us what the salaries of the senior clerks 
Rre! — Mr. Taaffe has £320 a year. 

21. Have you any book by referring to which you 


can tell correctly what the salaries of those gentlemen 
are? — My minute-book. 

22. Would that enable you to tell us with accuracy? 
— Yes. The junior clei'ks commence at £90 a year, 
and they have an increment of £10 a year until it 
goes up to .£140. 

23. And that refers to the three Junior clerks iii 
tlie office, commenciug at £90, and going up to 
£140. — Yes. 

24. What do the three senior clerks commence with, 
and what is their annual increment ? — They are all at 
tlieir maximum uow'. 

25. What is that maximum? — £200; and tlien there 
ai-e two clerks allo^Yed £10 for loss that may have 
been sustained in the cash office (Messrs. Pen-y and 
Lambart). 

26. £200 you say is the maximum! — Yes. 

27. And do I understand you to say that the clerks 
in the cash office get £10 each to cover any loss there ! 
— The two clerks. Before I wa.s ajipointed that was 
given them. 

28. And is that what they got at the present time! 
— Yes. 

29. Tell us, please, in a general -way, what your 
duties as Collector-General are ! — A general supeiin- 
tendenco of the qffice, seeing that all the cash that 
comes in each day is lodged and receipts given for it. 
I get a return witli the bank receipt from the casli 
office, showng the amount received, and that it has 
been lodged. The collectors are bound to lodge each 
day, and they .are bound to appear before me. I ex- 
amine them and urge them to carry on the collec- 
tion with as much vigour a.s possible. 

30. I would like to have that a little more in detail. 
In the firet place, I presume you attend the ofliee every 
day ? — Every day ; I am there as early as any of my 
clerks. 

31. What are your houi-s ! — Ten o’clock. 

32. What then is the hour at which you leave it! — 
Four is the hour the office closes at. I generally re- 
main till the hour of closiug. 

33. Is there much coi’respoudence connected with 
the office ! — Well, there is some ; but not a great deal. 

34. And -who is it superintends the correspondence 
department — who opens the lettere ? — I hand them to 
Mr. Taaft'e, aud tell him to answer them aud give a 
note of ho'\'' they should be answered. 

3.5. Do I undenstand you to say that as far as re- 
g;u’ds the correspondence of tho office you superintend 
it, and minute, each letter? — Yes. 

36. You say you see the collectors eveiy day. Is 
there a special hour appointed for the collectors to 
come to you ? — Yes. 

37. And do they make a rej>ort to you in writing 
when they conic ? — No. 

38. Do the collectors at any time during the course 
of the year make a report to you in writing ? — No ; 
they make a return of uncollectiLIe rates, and rates 
that can be collected. 

F 


Kr. Denis 
Moylan. 
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39. Do I understand, thou, tUat tlio only report 
which the collectors make to you in wnting, is a re- 
turn, as you say, of uncollectible rates, and a return 
of the rate.s that can be collected ? — That is the only 
return. 

40. How often are they obliged to make a return of 
that kind 1 — Thciv oidy make a rctin'ii once a yeai'. 

41. At what season of tlie year is it that they do 
that? — Generally tlie latter ]>art of the yeai’. 

42. Is there no definite time fixed by the rules 
of the office within which the collectors will jiiake a 
return to yo\i of the uncollectible rates, and the rates 
which they say can be collected? — At the end of the year. 

43. Is tliei'e any day or mouth fi.’ied for it? — De- 
cember is the time. 

44. Now do I understand you to say that the col- 
lectors never make any I'eporfc or return to you of any 
kind ill writing at any seiusou of the year, except once 
in the month of December? — No ; but they communi- 
cate verbally with me every day. 

45. Then you know notliing of how they are collect- 
ing during the first eleven months of the year, except 
by verbal communications ? — The money they h>dge 
in the bank, and for which they must every day 
produce a receipt. 

46. Have you no written document to which you 
can refer .sent in hy the collectors from time to time of 
the insolvency of parties, the vacancy of ju'emises, or 
other matters connected with premises that wriuld 
effect tlie levying of the rate off them? — Oonstaiitly 
papers come in witli regard to unoccupied pi-emises 
which ai-e very nnmei'ous in Dublin, They sometimes 
come to me and sometimes to the collectors. 1 always 
hand them to the collectors to report upon them. 

47. Upon this branch of the case am 1 to understand 
that there is no formal return made hy the collectors 
except one in the yeai', and although you see them day 
liy day your cominimication is only oially with them ? 
—Yes. 

48. Speaking of the clerks in your office, is there 
a clerk whose duty it is to I'cceive payments from the 
public? — Yes; Mi'. Lambai-t, and occasionally when 
there is a pressure of business there is another. 

49. But Mr. Dambart is always engaged in that 
duty — taking the money from the jniblic as they pay 
it into the office? — Tliat is his duty. 

50. Does he attend to any otlier. duty but that ! — 
Not that I am aware of 

51. Could you give us any idea of the amount paid 
by the ])ublie directly into the'^oflicc to Mr. Lam\)ert 
in the coui-se of the year? — I could tell from tlie 
minute-book and the daily receipts. 

52. We would like to liave — if you can get it fi-om 
any source for us — the amount paid into the office in 
1877, from the 1st January to the 1st December? — It 
is all in my minute-book. 

53. Have you any book in which that amount is 
east — where it could ho seen at a glance ?— Tlicy have 
it in tlic outer office. 

.54. fs there any book in the office at the present 
time ill which without taking items hei'o and there out 
of tlie mliiute-book you could sec a cast up account of 
the money jiaul into the office iu 1877 ? — I have not. 
Have you one, Taaffe? 

55. And there is no such account kept? — No. 

56. And, therefore, the only way you could malco 
tliat out for me is by going through eveiy day of the 
365 in yonr niimitc’-book and taking out from that the 
amount ? — That won’t occupy long, 

37 . We will require that retin n fixim you. When 
the money is paid in to Mr. Lambart that way, I sup- 
pose he keep.s a cash account and enters it in it? — He 
lodges each day the amount of money in his hands 
and produces the hank receipt to me each moniing. 

58. What other voucher does he show ? — The rates 
are diecked. He must account for every receipt at 
the end of the week. 

59. The receipts, I believe, are upon apriutcil form? 
—Yes. 

60. And arc those issued to Mr. Lambart bv you 


yourself? — Not by me, but by Jlr. Taaffe or one of the- 
first clerks. 

61. And he then accounts for the money he receives 
by producing the block of each receipt ? — Yes. 
must return the receipts or account for them! 

62. Does he keep a cash-hook as well as tliat? I 

don’t think he does. He keeps only a memorandum 
book. He has never any cash beyond the day he 
sends it in. He is obliged to lodge in the mornbg 
all the cash he receives the day before. 

63. Ai' 6 we to understand that the clerk -who receives 
money from the jnihlic keeps no account in the office 
of any kind of the money he receives from day to day? 
— I cannot tell you. 

64. Have you ever ascertained that ? — I have not. 

05. Do you not think inapublio offieewhere the pub- 
lic are paying money from day to day that it would be a 
desirable thing for the clerk to whom it is paid to 
make an entry of the amount ? — He sends me a return 
every day of the amount he receives. 

66. In what form is the return — is it merely a 
sheet ? — A sheet. 

67. And excejit that sheet there is no record what- 
soever of the amount received ? — In my minute-book 
there is. 

68. You enter it in your minute-book fi-om theslieet 
lie sends up ? — And it is tested by the outer office that 
it is coiTect. 

69. Wliat are tlie duties of tlie five other clerks? 

They have a great deal of writing to do. 

70. I suppose it is liy those that the rate-books are 
made up each year? — Yes. 

71. In adJi'tion to making up the rate-books, what 
other duties do the five clerks in the office •who arenot 
I'eceiving the money perform ?— There is a vast amount 
of writing. 

72. Give us an idea of the nfrture of the wiiting?-.. 
Registering all the transactions of the day. 

73. Is there any officer who is the book-keeper or 
pi'iucipal book-keeper ? — Mr. Taaffe is supposed to be 
superintendent over it all. 

74. What are tlie books that are actually kept in 
tlie office ? — A number of them. 

75. Describe the books kept in the office for the 
pmpose of vouching the payments you receive, and to 
enable you to make out your accounts for audit? — 
How many books, Taaffe? 

76. I would ratlier that you should give us an idea 
of tliem yourself; because, I presume, that having the 
superintendence of tlie office, you can tell ns tliecliaractei- 
of the books, — for instance, is there a journal, a day- 
book, or a ledger? — There is a hook corresponding to 
a ledger, hut there is no day-book or journal. 

77. Do I understand that the only book that i.s 
kept in the (Jollector-Geiieral of Rates’ office is a book 
which you descrilje as corresponding to a ledger? — 
Yes, There are are several books. 

78. Wliat other books are there in addition to that 
book ? — All the payments, all the receipts that come 
iu are put in what is called the long book, and are re- 
gistered in a book kept by Mr. Taaffe. 

70. Do you mean payments received through the 
office directly, as well as receiveil by the collectors, 
from day to day ? — Yes. 

80. Is that liook iu wliicli those entries are made a 
distinct book fi'om what you call tlie ledger 1 — That is 
deemed the ledger. 

81. Is that the only book kept showing all thei«y- 
monte coming into the office day by clay ? When yea 
spoke a few minutes ago of a book that corresjionded 
to a ledger, did you then refer to tlie book now de- 
scribed, in which Mr. Taaffe entera payments day hy 
day? — Yes. 

82. I suppose at a later jieriod we will have an 
opportunity of seeing those books? — Yes; I believe 
they are all here. 

83. Wlien you caino to this office in the year 1879, 
did you find the staff of the office in what you con- 
sidered a satisfactory state ? — I did not. There ■was a 
great want of harmony amongst the officors. 
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8t. Now, I find in tlie report which you published 
in the year 1870, or rather whicli. represented the 
proceedings of 1870, but published in 1871, this — 
41 On my promotion to the office of collector-general of 
rates, I found the department committed to my charge 
irenerally, in a- satisfactory condition.” Vou 

tell me now it was not in a satisfactory state ? — There 
was a good deal of dissatisfaction. There were two 
ireutlemen appointed at a higher salary than the 
?uniors, and tliey were very much dissatisfied, and 
they sent a memorial to the Government complaining. 

85. When I speak of satisfactory state, I mean 
efficient state. When you came to the office did you 
ooDsider the department was an efficient department 
for the work it had to do ? — I always considered the 
staff too limited. 

86. Do I imderstand that you considered, in 1870, 
the staff too small for the duties they had to discharge ? 
—I always thought they were too limited. 

87. Did you ever mention, in any of your annual 
reports, that you consi<lered the staff too limited at 
tliat time for those duties 1 — No ; I was very unwilling 
to tax the office with an increased expense. 

88. Now, apart from the number of the clerks, at 
the time you went there, did yon find your staff of 
collectors and clerks, so far as their numbers went 
individually efficient! — There were, subsequent to my, 
appointment, qualifications; there were no qualifica- 
tions before that. 

89. What I want to know is — as men, as individuals, 
did they seem to you an efficient staff fit to do the 
work? — Some of them appeai-ed efficient, and some 
were not. 

90. I believe all the clerks in the office are appointed 
by the Lord Lieutenant ? — They are. 

91. Will you tell us what power you have over 
them, so far as regiirds any negligence they may com- 
mit? — I have the power of fining to the extent of £2. 

92. Have you any other power besides that ; I 
believe you have the power, at auy moment, of sus- 
pending an officer ? — No ; except on very strong 
grounds. 

93. The power is given you by the rules? — Yes, 
and I have exercised it. 

94. But I understand you have the power of fining 
m tlio extent of £2, and you have the power of sus- 
pension? — I shouli^have a valid ground for doing it; 
it must he for some gross misconduct. 

95. But you have the power, at auy time you think 
right, to suspend a man? — Yes ; and I nm l)oiiiid to 
iei)ort the suspension to the Lord Lieutenant, 

96. I find here, in the section of the statute which 
enables the Lord Lieutenant to appoint these parties, 
“ tlmt before any such officer is appointed, the Col- 
kctor-General shall certify under his hand to the Loi’d 
Lieutenant the fitness of such pemon to discharge the 
duties of his office.” I presume you have given this 
certificate in the ease of every officer that has been 
appointed ? — They had been a])poiuted on probation 
for three inontlis at first ; latterly it has been extended 
to six. 

97. At the end of that time do you give a certificate 
of fitness ? — Yes ; if I approve of them. 

98. And no man appointed to the office is a per- 
manent servant in it witliou.t a certificate of fitness 
from you? — Yes. 

99. Do you find the probation time that yo\i have 
mentioned (three months, and now extended to six 
months,) long enough to enable you to judge of a 
man's fitness ?-^No; I consider it quite iusufficient 
for the collectors. 

100. Youconsidertliat youshouldhavealongerperiod? 
That you are not able to judge of his fitness in tliree 
months or six mouths ? — The first six months are 
^ken up writing notices and serving tliem personally 
in each case. In some wards there are 3,000 or 4,000 
rated occupiers. It takes months doing this. 

101. I understand Mr. Moylan, you think as 
regards collectors the period of six months is not a 
sufficient period to enable you to judge whether tliey 


should be permaucntlj" emjiloyed ? — It would be jtm. 
desii-able to have it longer. 

102. Did you ever say when a certificate was asked 
from you for a collector that you couldn't give a 
certificate at that time for his fitness, because you had 
not long enough experience of his fitness for the work ? 

~I did not. 

103. In every instance in which an officer lias 
heou ap]>ointcd, have you always been so satis- 
fied with him, that you did give a certificate that he 
was fit to discharge his duty ? — Yes ; where the officer 
is appointed on a short probation he has to give security 
for £500. I always considered it too short. 

104. From time to time during the seven yeare you 
have been in the office, have you found auy of your 
collectors inefficient — thoroughly inefficient ? — I have. 

105. What steps liave you taken when you found 
a collector inefficient ? — I had to suspend one and re- 
port him for gross misconduct, and His Excellency 
called upon him to resign. 

106. Is tliat the only occasion during the seven years 
you have been in the office in which you have repre- 
sented to tlie L(ird Lieutenant, the inefficiency of an 
officer, and that it wa.s desirable that he shoidd be re- 
moved from your office ? — No ; the first year I was 
appointed, I .suspended an officer for gross misconduct 
in taking money not on tlie office receipts, but on his 
own receipts. 

107. What happened to him? — He was dismissed 
and his secuzity had to pay the deficiency. 

108. Have you ever on auy other occasion repre- 
sented to the Government that auy officer you had in 
your department was inefficient? — No. 

109. Now isn’t the result this, tliat practically you 
have perfect control over all the officers in your office, 
and that tliere cannot be an inefficient man there if 
you chose to take steps to get rid of liim? — It would 
be a hard thing to report a man who might be dull, 
and not a man of talent. 

110. We ai-e not discussing wliat might be hard or 
the contrary. Don’t you consider yourself you have 
perfect control over every man in your office ? — Yes. 

111. And I suppose you also consider it is your 
duty to see that every man in your office works 
efficiently ? — Yes. 

112. Of course, when I speak of every man in the 
office, I mean not only all the clerks in the office but 
the collectors. You have perfect and entii-e control 
over them? — Yes; they are usually changed every 
third year. 

113. Now, I presume, the greater part of the 
business that is done by your staff', cleiks and collec- 
tor, is the busiue.ss imposed on them by this Act of 
Parliament — 12th & 13th Victoiia, chapter 91? — 

There is a vast deal of duty imposed ujioii them by 
other Acts, indejieudent of the collection of rates, tliat 
inteiferes with tlieir efficiency very much. 

114. I am aware of that. What I want to know 
is, is that the pnncipal duty they have to discharge? — 

Tlieiv first duty is of course with the intes, but there is 
a certain portion of the year they have to attend before 
the revising barrister, and a great deal of time is 
occupied with the muuicipal revision — making out of 
coui-se lists. 

115. What I want to know is, is the greater jiart of 
the time of each pereou, in your office, emjiloyed in 
performing duties under this Act — namely, in the 
Collection of Rates? — The greater part of his time is 
occupied in the collecting of the rates, but a great 
portion of his time is taken up with the other duties. 

116. Would you kindly tell us what are the other 
duties, in addition to the collection of retes, which the 
staff at your disposal has to perform ? — They must cuter 
the name of every man in the rate book that is 
entitled to it. • 

117. That is in connexion with the collection of 
rates. You cannot collect rates without that. What 
I want to know is, apart altogether from everything 
in connexion with the collection of rates, what have 
your officers to do ? What, for instance, is their duty 

F 2 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



32. 


COLLECTION OF RATES INQUIRY. 


Jan. a, 1S78. 

Mr. Denis 
MoyjRB. 


in reference to the jurors lists? — They are to make the 
most diligent inquiry of every man that is entitled to 
be put on the list, and I caution them, and call all of 
them before me. 

118. But surely as regards the juroi-s list the duty 
of the collector is to make a retuim of the persons that 
ought to be on the jurors list. Is not tliat so ? — Yes. 

119. Is not that done entirely by the collector, or 
has the staff in the office anything to do with that? — 
That is the collectors’ duty. 

120. Now, as a matter of fact, assuming the collec- 
tor does his duty propeidy, for the purpose of mak- 
ing up the rate books, giving you the return, lias 
he anything further to do with the jurors list, except 
to utilize that information and make a list from it 1 — 
But that occupies a very considerable time. 

121. No doubt, but the only extra duty which, 
making out the jurors list, imposes upon him is simply 
the making out of the list from information acquired 
for the p\u’j)ose of making out the rate book? — He 
finds it very diflicult to get correct information from 
iho people, as the collectors will tell yon when you 
examine them. The people are very unwilling to give 
information. ' 

1 22. Has not he the same kind of difficulty to con- 
tend with for tlie purpose of making out his rate book 1 — 
No ; every occupier of a house and pi-emise.s, we have 
them on the rate book. 

12.3. Having that on the rate book and having col- 
lected, from inquiries by your collector, the names that 
ought to be on the I’ate book, is not the greater part of 
his duty in making out the Jurors list thereby per- 
formed ? — A great deal of his time is taken up when 
there are 3,000 or 4,000 persons rated in a wai'd. In 
some of the large wards there are 3,000 or 4,000 pai-tiea. 

124. For instance, take this at the commencement 
of the year, when yoii are striking your rate, is not it 
part of the duty of the collector to see that every per- 
son rated is living 1 — Yes. 

125. l>o you conceive he would be properly dis- 
charging his duty if he were to give you, for the 
purpose of the rate book, the name of a dead man 1 — I 
believe he would not do it intentionally — mistakes may 

12G. It is also necessary for the purpose of prepar- 
ing a correct Jurors list to ascertain whether the man 
is living or not ? — It is. 

127. So that, so far as that part of the duty goes, 
lie has to do the same duty for the rate book as he 
has to do for the Jurors list? — Yes. 

128. You told us the collector has to make a return 
of the persons claiming the jiarliamentaiy franchise ? 
—Yes. 

129. I presume the return is made from the rate 
book ? — It is. 

1 30. And taken entirely from the rate book ? — From 
the rate book. 

131. So that, so far as that return is concerned, it 
is simply the collector making a return from the docu- 
ments which he previously prepared, or which had 
been previously prepared in the office ? — Yes. 

132. And I suppose it is part of his duty to show 
whctlicr the rates had been paid or not by the various 
persons that may be claiming the franchise! — Yes. 

133. And of coui'se that information it is necessary 
to have for thepuiqioso of keeping your accounts right? 
—Yes. 

134. Now you say also that the collector's are 
obliged to attend during the time of the revision — 
during the sitting of tlie court? — Yes. 

135. J)o I uudei-staml you to say all the collectors 
are present while the Revision Court is sitting ? — Not 
all together. 

13(i. I assume it is arranged by the court that one 
ward is to be taken up at a particidar time or day ? — 
Of coui-se. 

137. And of coui'se it is only the collector of that 
ward who need attend ? — Yes ; but sometimes tliey have 
more than one collector, 

138. Docs the attendance of the collectors at tlie 


Revision Courts give them a considerable amount of 
information in reference to the occupants of premises 
and otherwise, which tliey can utilize for the purpose 
of making out the next year’s list ? — It ought to do 
that of course. 

139. So far as regards the Parliamentary fi'anchiae. 
What is the duty of the collectors in reference to the 
municipal franchise ? — To sec that every pei-son that is 
entitled to be rated is rated. 

140. Is ittheii' duty to make out a list, or is it their 
duty to correct a list ? — It is. They must entei' in the 
rate-book the name of every person that is entitled to 
claim. 

141. That, I understand. Do they keep a separate 
rate-book for tho municipal franchise ? — N5. 

142. What are the collectors' specific duties ? To 

see that these names are correctly made out. 

143. Do they make any return in connexion •witli 
the municipal franchise? — No; they don’t make out 
any return. 

144. Then what are their duties in connexion with 
the revision of the municipal franchise? — To see that 
every party that is entitled to be rated is laled, and 
to give the exception. 

145. Is not that their duty as collectors, for the- 
purpose of getting in the rates, to see that every person 
that ought to be rated is rated ? What I want to 
know is, what extra duty is thrown upon them by 
reason of the municipal franchise? — Well, attending 
the coui't. 

146. Do I understand you to say they have nothing 
to do with the municipal frjuichise in addition to the 
duty tliey would have to pei'forin as collectors except 
attending the court? — Yes; and to see tliat tlie 
person that is entitled to be admitted is on the rate- 
book. 

147. That is what I have been endeavouring to get 
an explanation of. It is their duty as colleetoi-s to see 
that the persons that are liable to be rated sliould 
appear on the rate-books ? — It is their duty to do that 
with the collection of rates, inespective of any other 
duty. 

148. I want to know what extra duty is thrown on 
them by reason of tho municipal franchise? — There is 
very considerable time taken up. 

149. Is it taken up in any other way, so far as you 
know, except attending the court ?-*-They are sendiig 
notices for two or three months. They serve notices on 
eaoh rated party. 

1 50. Do you mean the ordinai-y notice of the demand 
for rates '! — Yes ; that takes a great deal of their time. 
They must write out the notice and serve it pemonally. 

151. You are aware that is a duty imposed upon 
them by 12th & 13tli Vic., cap. 91, which has nothing 
to do with the municipal franchise ? {no answer) — Are 
there any other extra duties besides those you have 
mentioned, namely, in connexion with the return of tlie 
jurors list, the Pai'liameuhu'y franchise, and the nmni- 
cipal franchise? — Are there any other duties ? — Well, 
getting in money and giving receipts. 

152. I am talking of extra duty which they are 
obliged to do over and above the collection of rates ! — 
I am not aware of any other. 

153. I believe your office has notliing todo with tlie 
framing of the estimates upon which the rate is struck I 
— No ; I get a return from tho dilfereut departmentsof 
the amount they require from the Corporation, from 
the two poor-law unions — the amount they require, 
wliicli varies nearly every year. The police Commis- 
sioner's send in their estimate. 

154. But at all events your office has nothing to do 
with the prejiaration of these estimates ? — Notliing. 

155. And when are these estimates to be returned 
to your office ? — The 10th of December. 

156. I want to asceidain from you, after you have 
got the estimate on the 10th of December, is that the 
time in your office the rate-books are begun to be 
made up ? — They cannot be made up until after that. 

157. And they must be made up by the 1st of Janu-^ 
ary? — Yes. 
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158. Andtherefore, so far as regards the preparation 
of the rate-books for the following yeaa-, it is made be- 
tween the 10th of December and the 1st of January. 
Isn’t that so 1 — That is the pei-iod. 

159. Just be kind enough to let me see a specimen 
of one of the Ward rate-books (book produced). This 
is the rate-book for the North City Ward for the year- 
jg7Q i — it lasts for three years. 

160. This is a specimen of your ordinaiyrate-books, 
one for each ward ?— Yes. 

161. Take up a page, Great Britain-sfoeet, for No. 

7 description of property, house and yard, and then 
ill tiie column op])osite Janies Muiyhy. From whom 
did you get the name, James Murphy 1 — The collec- 

*'^162. And then it is tlie duty of the collector to 
furnish you between the 10th of December and tbe 
1st of January with the name of tlie pei-sou that for 
that house is liable for the rates'! — Throughout the 
year. There are constant changes, and he is bound to 
ke them. 

103. In preparing the rate-book before the 1st of 
January it is from the rate-collector you get the name 
James Muiphyl — Yes. 

164. Do you know how he got that name 1 Is it 
simply by inquiiies he makes in going round collecting 
the rates 1 — -Yes. 

165. And! suppose there is no other way he could 
get it 1 And I understand he has great dilhculty in 
getting names, particularly of persons for the jurors’ 
list ? — Parties try to avoid giving them. 

166. Now I believe so far as your office is concerned, 
the law of rating in Dublui is that the occupier of all 
premises is liable to the consolidated rates, where tlie 
valuation is over £8, unles,s the premises are let in 
i-ooins. Isn’t (hat so ? — The landlord, when it is under 
£ 8 . 

167. Suppose it is over £8 and that it is £12 or 
£14, and the house is not let to a single individual, 
but let to a number of tenants who have got rooms, 
who is under your statute piimarily liable to jiay the 
rates 1 — The landlord. 

168. So tliat in point of fact tbe rule is, that tbe 
iiccupior where the valuation is over £8, and where 
the house is not let in the way I have mentioned, is the 
liei-son who is liable to the rate, and in other cases 
it is the immediate lessor who is liable. Isn’t it so 1 — 
Yes. 

169. When I sec here, for instance, the name Joint 
J. Murphy in the column “owner,” how does tliat arise ? 
—Ho is one of the poisons called house jobbers. He 
lias a great number of houses and ]tays for them. 

170. I see, for instance, tlie value put ojtposite to 
him for No. 9, is £26. Therefore, I presume, that 
lioiise is rated by reason of its being let to a gi'eat 
number of parties 1 — Yes. 

171. And that infoimation is also given to you by 
the collector 1 — Yes. 

172. So that the first thing the collector has to do is 
to give you correct information a.s to the occupier, and as 
regaixls the immediate lessor where he is luxble t — Yes. 

173. Have you anything to do with the valuation 
of tlie premises 7 — No ; tlie collector reports if the 
house is unoccupied and when tidcen by a new tenant, 
to SCO that it is rated. 

174. I am speaking about the valuation. Yoiii’ 
office has nothing to do with the valuation 1 — No. 

175. So that you are free from anything in reference 
to the estimates or valuation, and your duty is to find 
out wlio is liable 1 — Tbe propei'person liable for the rates, 

176. Ami right ill saying that the unoccupied houses 
are not liable to any of tlie rates you iillude to 1 — They 
are free. 

177. And unoccupied houses are not liable to any 
rates 1 — No. 

178. Suppose a house is occupied at the . com- 
mencement of the year, and the name of the occupier 
appeal's here in the column in which tlie occujiiers 
name should appear, and that in the course of the year 
he leaves that house and it. has become empty, doeshe 
pay a prepertion of tlie rate up to that time ? — Yes. 


179. A proportion of the assessment for the entire 

year 1 Yes. Where a house is occuiiied for part of 

the year and empty for the remainder, it is reniitted. 

180. In the book made up on tbe 1st of January, 
does every house appear witli the assessment opposite 
to it whether it is occupied or notl — A house that is 
empty or unoccupied, I don’t think that appears at all. 

181. Doesn’t that appear on tlie I’ate book ? — I think 
not. 

. 182. I tliiulr you are wrong, I find that every house 
whether it be empty or occupied appears on the rate 
book? — Yes. 

183. There is tlie report of your office of the 30th 
of Decembei', 1876, and I see in the first page of it you 
state sum I'ated or assessed for collection, £280,271 
6s. 5^d. Does that sum represent the rate that is 
strack in respect of all houses whether they be 
unoccupied or not? — It does. 

184. Could you tell me by any book in your office, 
or show roe in any way what amount of this sum 
for 1876 was not payable by reason of the premises 
being vacant in the lieginniug of the year, or becoming 
vacant through it? — I can tell you what is lost by 
iusolvency. 

185. I do not refer to money lost by insolvency. 
Wbat I want to know is what proportion of that 
£280,000 odd represents unoccupied houses. Does 
that appear in any of your books ? — I don’t think 
it docs. 

180. Is there any way you could get us that infor- 
mation? — Yes. 

187. Where does the material for it exist '! — The re- 
turns made by the collectors. 

188. Do you mean the returns made by the col- 
lectors in the month of December in respect to all the 
rates collected, and the mtes uncollected? — Yes. 

189. Do I luideratand you that in your office apai-t 
fi um what the collector liands you, there is no material 
from which you can supj)ly us with the proportion of 
unoccupied liouses in a given yeai- ? — No. 

190. Mr. Phipps. — No record? — No. 

191. CnAiRiiAii. — Is there a record in any form? — 
I have a return here made out by one of the officers. 

192. Wliatl mean is, any book of the office. Is 
there a record in any form of the unoccupied houses? 
— Yes, of unoccupied houses, the coliectoi-s return 
and report on them. 

193. Could you preduce any book that would show 
this? Am I to understand this rate-book is the only 
book that shows it, or is it the rate ledger shows it, or 
where is it you find the number of unoccupied houses 
in the yeai' ? — The rate ledger ought to do it. 

194 The only way you can ascertain it from the 
rate ledger is to go tlireugli every item in that book? 
— Yes. 

195. That would occupy a long time to do?— Yes, 
but it can be done. 

196. I have here the rejiort that was published 
on the 31st of December, 1868, to which Mr. Staun- 
ton’s name appears, and which is the last rejiort that I 
find Mr. Staunton issued before he ceased to become 
Collector-General. In it ther e is for bistauce, the name 
of the ward, AiTan-ipiay, and then he gives 93, he 
gives (page 8), the annual value and the amount of 
rates wliich is lost, by reason of vacant houses. I 
find that prior to 1808 a report of tire same kind is 
given, brrt I cannot find in any of the report.s issued 
by you any siinihu retunr or anything corr-espondbg 
to it. Can you explain how that ai-Lses ? — I made no 
change at all ; it was in the hands of tlie chief clerk ; 
ho kept rro record. 

1 97. Were you aware nirtil I pouited out to yon now 
that thcr-e was this very material differ-eirce between 
the reports published by Mr. Staunton and you. 
Don’t Mr. Staunton’s reports give a retimn of the vacant 
houses, and from the time you came into office, has not 
the return of vacant houses iu each ward ceased to 
appear ? — 1 gave no db'ectioris there sliould be tlie 
slightest difference. 

198. Wer-e you aware there was that difference !— 
No. 


Jan. 3, 137$. 

Mr. Denis 
Moylan. 


PrintecJ image (digitisecJ by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



84 


COLLECTION OF RATES INQUIRY. 


./an. 3, 1878. 


Mr. Denis 
KojUu. 


109. Don’t you think it a most material thing to 
enable any person to judge of the system of the collec- 
tion of rates, and -whether it is efficient or not, to 
kno-w, in the finst instance, the number of liouses that 
rates could not be collected out of, by reason of their 
vacancy. Would not that strike you ? — No ans-\vci'. 

200. I find there was a report in 18C8, and that report 
contfiins a return of the vacant houses referred to. 
For the year 1869 I find there is no report. Can you 
state to the Commissioners how it Wfis that there was 
no report for that year! — I could not, for I wius not 
Collector-Geiiei'al at tlie time. 

201. What time was it that you commenced your 
duties in the office ? — In March, 1870. 

202. Therefore you are unable to say -vvhv there 
wa.s no report for the preceding yeai', 1869. Here i.s 
your report for 1870, the first report to which I find 
your name attached. Show me anything in that 
report from which it appears, or point out any means 
by wliich we could ascertain what vacant houses were 
in the city during that year 1 — I directed that such a 
report should be made out ; f was left no minute-book, 
or recoixl of it. I was uofawai-e of tliis until co-day. 

203. I ])resume you looked into your own reports ; 
you saw them each year ? — Yes. 

204. And signed your name to them 1 — Ye.s. 

205. I am to understand that you were not aware 
up to this of that difference between your repoi'ts and 
those issued by Mr. Staunton 1 — No. 

206. Will you be able to tell the Commissioners the 
number of vacant houses in the city for each year 
from 1870 do\vn to the present time, with the amount 
of rates that these vacant premises would represent ? 
— I think it would be a veiy difficult thing to do tliat. 

207. Do you tliink it would be a very difficult thing 
to keep a book in the office in snch a way as to show 
thatl — I directed the books of the office to be kept 
strictly according to the way in which they were kept 
in Mr. Staunton’s time, and I am not aware they 
changed one jjarticle. 

208. I may inform you that, for the ]mrposes of 
tills iiiquiiy, it will be absolutely necessary for us to 
ascertain the number of vacant bouses in the city 
from tlio year 1870 down to the present time. There 
cafi’t be any great difficulty in ascertaining that if the 
books of the department are kept in the same way as 
they were kept in Mr. Staunton’s time, for that 
return luis been always given by him. It is quite 
impossible fur tlie Commissionei's, or for anyone, to 
judge of the efficiency or otherwise of the collection, 
unless wo know what premises were not liable to rates 
by reason of vacancy. That we can only ascertain by 
knowing what premises were unoccupied each year 
during the period stated 1— I will see whether that 
information can be afforded. 

209. Produce, if you please, the book which you 
say corresponds witli the ward ledger 1 — [Ward ledger 
produced], 

210. When yoii came into office as the successor of 
Mr. Staunton, was there any return made to you of 
the arrears of rates then due ! — No. 

211. No rotuni whatsoever!— No. The collectors 
paid in what rates they collected during tlie year. 

212. When you took over tlie office from Mr. 
Staunton, did the books tliat were in the office at Uiat 
time, apart altogether frera the collectors’ books, show 
the amount of arrears then outstanding! — My attention 
was not drewii to it. 

213. Do you mean to convey that at the time you 
took over the office, you made no inquiry as to the 
aoidlmt of arrears then due ! — I knew, of course, that 
there was a large amount of arrears then due. 

21i. Did you know the amount! — No. 

215. Did you ever examine the books kept by Mr. 
Staunton to find out whether in these books there was 
any entry of arrears ! — I never examined the books 
kept by Mr. Staunton. He kept no minute-book, or 
anything which could assist me. 

216. He kept a book corresponding to this, a ward 
ledger! — I presume so. 

217. T see here that the firat column of this book 


represents arreara, or purports to represent arrears 
and I understand from inquiries made in the offices 
that there are no arrears entered in the books from 
1870 to 1876. Is not that so! — There was one waixi 
the Arran-fpiay, in which they were entered. ’ 

218. Do you mean that in one of the ward led^em 
there were arreai's kept at the time you entered your 
office ! — I got that ledger written up. 

219. When ilid you get it written up! Two or 

three years ago. 

220. Where did you get the materials to write that 
up! — From tlie collector.s. 

221. That Is not what 1 waut to know. I want to 
know wei'e there in the office book.s as distiui/uished 
from tho collectors’ books, when you came into the 
office — any entries of arrears due! — Arrears were 
due at the time, but I did not know the exact amoiiiit 

222. Was there any entry of any kind in tlie ai'rear 
columns of the books handed over to you by Mr, 
Staunton ! 

223. Mr. Phipps. — I n point of fact, wei-e the ward 
ledgers balanced ! — My attention was not called to that. 

224. That is a book purporting to show the amount 
due and the discharge of that would show the remis- 
sions, allowances, and abatements, and the amount of 
arrears due by the ratejiayei-s. But the arrear column 
seems, to be a blank. The book only shows the assess- 
ments and entered immediately under it the cash 
received. There is no debtor and creditor statement 
of the iiosition of the ratepayer with the Collector- 
General ! 

225. CiiAiHHAX. — Have you in your office tho ledger 
kept by Mr. ytaunton in 1869! — I think it is. Mr. 
Taaffc, is that ledger in the office ! 

Jlr. Taaffc . — It is. 

22G. CHAIK.M.AX. — Let us have two of tho ward 
ledgers, one for 1868, and one for 1869. Let us have 
them to-morrow. It is clear at all events that since 
you came there you never kept any aceouiic of arrears 
at all ! — I did not think it my business to write iii) the 
books. 

227. I don’t mean you individually, but no such 
books were kept in the office by anyone from the year 
1870to the present time. There was no account of any 
sort in tho olEce of arrears! — Of course money was 
collected, An-ear money was assessed and not collected. 

228. That does not appear in any books ! — No. 

229. Mr. Piiipps. — Inpointoffact you have no offi- 
cial record of the arreare. It is not recorded in your 
books! — No. 

230. CilAinMAN. — If a ratepayer went into your 
office, at the present time, and he were to say, “let me 
know the arrears due on my house,” the only way in 
which you could ascertain that would be by going 
through a series of these books for a number of yearn 
past and seeing how mueli was paid each year! — Yes. 

231. That would be the only way you could get tlie 
information which he sought! — That would not occuriy 
long. 

232. lu your last account you showed outstanding 
arreai-s to the amount of over £140,000! — Yes. 

233. Would there beany means of .showing how that 
£140,000 is composed, what houses it is due on!— It 
would be perfectly imposihle to show that. I think so. 

234. Upon taking up your report for the year end- 
ing 30th December, 1876, 1 find that there purports to 
be a column of the amount of rates remaining uncol- 
lected in each ward in 1876. That is again divided 
into two columns, the collectible rate and the 
doubtful 1 ‘ate. Do I understand you to convey that 
was what your collectors furnished you with in 
December each year! — Yes. 

235. And that was what they furnished you with in 
December, 18761 — Yes. 

236. I ask you did tlie collectors furnish you with 
these sums in a lump, or did they give the items. 
For instance, £856 14s. 6d. is returned in tlie Arran- 
quay ward, was that given in gi-oss sum, or were the 
items given ! — A gross sum. 

237. Did yon check that gross sum in anyway with 
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anything?--! did not. I had no means of doing it, 
iinle?R from their statement. 

238. You simply took the word oi the collector.? 
that the gross amount of collectible arrears for Arran- 
quay "veas £85G 14s. 6<Z., and tlie amount doubtful 
£1 686, and that was neither vouched nor checked 1 — 
Mr. Taaffe looked into that. 

239. Did the collectors retnin aiiything except gross 
sums? — Gross sums. 

240. I find accorduig to tliis li.st if I am to take the 

iunoxint that remained uncollected in 1876 by the re- 
turns furnished to you by the collectors the amount 
would be £37,648 7s. 10(f. Now in the same rcpoit 
(^ireii us the amount of assessment in tlsat year is given 
as £280,271 Gs. the amount collected in tliat 

year (1876) was £224,159 18s. 4^d., and tin- difference 
between tliese sums is £56,111 8s. Id., being the 
arrear in respect of that particular )-eai' 1876. Now 
compare that with the sums i-eturiied to you by the 
collectors at the end of that year, and we find that, 
while the arrear ought to be £56,111 8s. Id., what is 
rutunicd by yo\i as uncollected is .£37,648 7s. Id., 
which is almost £20,000 le.ss1 

Mr. Pnipps. — And tlie collection for the provir)us 
year, 1875, is still incomplete. 

241. Ciiaium-vn'. — C an yon account for that in any 
,vay ! — There was a great deal of it due to house jobbers 
ill Dublin. 

242. This is a thing you will observe that house 
jobbers can have nothing to do with. According to 
vour own books there appears to be outstanding in 

1876 i>ver £56,000. According to your collectoi's’ 
ictum the sum outstanding was only £37,000. Did 
it ever occur to yourself that such a discrepancy 
existed? — It did not. 

243. And your attention was never directed to the 
veiy extraordinary fact that the collectors were practi- 
cally (hiring that time not accounting in any way for 
£19,000, or rather admitting that it had been collected 
imd not refunded or accoimted foi' ? — All the money 
they collected was lodged and accounted for. No 
raouoy could have been lost for every penny was lodged, 
I believe. 

244. It is quite possible that as we take tho.se 
figures from printed reports that there may be some 
mistake ; and we are anxious that any investigation 
which could be had in yoni' office in roforonce to that 
should be had, and any explanation gi^•l■ll of it either 
by yonreelf, by Mr. Taaffe, or by the collectors at any 
time during the progress of this inquiry. I will repent 
again the cireunistance to which I wish to direct yonr 
attention ? -If you would bo good enough to put it on 
paper. 

245. Tlie mnount in 1876 is £280,000 odd. Now, 
in the large sheet given here the amount of what is 
collected in 1876 of the rate struck in that year is 
.£224,000, and the difference is £56,000. The col- 
lectors give a return of the amount which they say 
is oiitstaiuling, dividing it into one part doubtful and 
the other part uncollectible, the gross amount of which 
is .£37,000, what has become of the difi'ereiice between 
this amount and the sum of £56,000 I — No answer. 

5Ir. FiiiPPS. — The collectors’ return should include 
other 3’ears prior to 1876, because if you look to a 
previous statement (1875) voii will find still uncollected 
£32.000. 

246. CllAiRMAX. — Assuming that to be so, that 
makes it stronger. The Commissioners would like an 
explanation as to that ? 

247. Mr. Piiiprs. — I pi-esume that j-our report foi' 

1877 is now in progi'oss of prcjiaration, and that 
report should contain a I’cturn of the whole of the 
anoavK due by the vatepayci-s of Dublin. The account 
should be framed so that it wocild sho^v the amount 
due. Then the assessment adckul to it wo\ild make 
the total sum chargeable against the lutejtayci-s. TJbc 
discharge of that would be cash r(jceivcd doling 1877, 
and the account also ought to show remissions allowed 
under the Act, first the legal exemptions, secondly, 
the remissions in ves)iect of unoccuj)ied pi'einises ; 


tliirdl}’, the taxes discharged through bankruptcy or 
from any other cause. You get then at the proper 
amount of collectible an-ears, and that is the manner jifoyl. 
in which every account for the future should be fremed? 

— Whatever the Commissioners recommend shall be 
done. 

248. There seems to be a very great omission in 
that ledger ? — There is a gi-eat deal of money lost now 
by what are called avrangeinents in Eanknqitcy. 

249. CiiAiKMAX, — Mr. l-'hipps has made out, in .so 
far as the material given in your report enabled him, 
the amount of the iussessments of each year from 1870 
to 1874, as compai'cd with tlie amount collected. 

It is t-o be observed the assessment of 1870, was not 
all collected in that year, a considerable portion of it 
was collected in 1871, and a considerable portion of 
it in 1872. What Mr. Phipps has done for the pur- 
pose of comparison is this, he has taken out of the 
report evoi-ything collected in 1870, and set it off 
against the assessment of that year, and on this pajier 
tlie deliciency in each of these five yeare is given. In 
1870 the amount remaining uncollected is £24,588, 
on an assessment of £245,042. In 1871 remaining 
uncollected £21,019, on an as.sessment of .£256,084. 

In 1872 remaining uncollected £29,316 on an assess- 
ment of £293,824, In 1873 remaining uncollected 
£32,393 on an assessment of £310,295 ; and in 1874 
remaining uncollected £26,443 on an assessment of 
£300,345. It is impossible to make up a similar com- 
parison for 1875 and 187C,astheretnrnsai'eiiotcom]>letc. 

On the aggregate of the assessment during all these 
years, we find, as nearly as possible, the deficiency is 9^ 
per cent. If we weie to take the sum in another 
way, namely, the amount luted against the amount 
receiveil, I find it would come to about the same thing, 
between 9 J and 10 per cent. The first thing we desire 
to know is how much of that deficiency is represented 
by unoccupied houses. The next thing we want 
to make out is this, the amount of remissions during 
these years, on account of insolvencies, and if the 
books iU'C correctly kept there will be no difficulty 
about that, that is the second thing wo will requiie ( 

- -An investigation similar to this was made on the 
complaints of the poor law guai’dians. 

250. We will heal' about that afterwards, and give 
it due consideration. How are the iusolvencie.s wliicli 
appeal* in each of the reports from theyeai’ 1870 to 
1876 to be explained? I'Tom what returns are they 
taken ? — The returns of the collectoi-s. 

251. Do you simply take the word of the collectois, 
or do you verify these returns in any way? — Do you 
mean in reference to unoccnjiied houses ? 

252. 1 am now talking about insolvencies. Wo bave 
not got a rotnm of unoccnjiied houses. I am sj leaking 
of insolvencies of which there [mipoits to be a return 
ill thc.se icpoi-ts. How are these insolvencies ascer- 
tained ? Is itsimply by the word of the collectors, or 
is it verified in any way? — It is not verified in any 
way. 

25.3. A power is given you by the .statute. The 
55th sceti'on says ; — 

•' .\ml l)«i it emicted that no colloctor of aiiv r.itcs to he levioil or 
coUci lc<l hy virtue of this .Act iOnill be iieniiiltMl to ilisclinr-c hiio- 
seif in bis iiccoiints or be c.xaiseii Ibr not oolleclin"; any rale.* or 
niniioy wliicli lio sli.ill liiive been dnirj;oil to (ylleet mion tlio strodnii 

by the i-aiil (fulUctor-Geiiera! or by siiiiie pcniim (not being a w'l- 

miil uiilofs such person, after such iiupecliou anil after he shall h.ave 
imide all ilue inquiry as to the possible means of eiiforcing payiiient 

Collcctor-Geiicrnl that ho has personally inspecleil such premi.scs 
nml iiiaile such inquiry as aforesaid, arai that ho believes such pre- 
mises to be insolvent, and that there .ire no means to u-lilch such, 
collector could sucecssfully resort fur enforcing p.-iyiiient lliereuf; 
and unless the said Collcclor-Cleiicral sliiill be. satislied that llie loss 

Do you consider tliiit section aiqilics to the Viivious 
jnemises which ait) returned in your rcjiort as in the 
insolvent list? — Yes. They are so retarned by Mr. 
Tanli'e or the inspector. 
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254. Do I uuclerstaiKl you to recall your foimer 
answer and say that when this return is made by the 
collectors that you are not satisfied with it unless you 
inspect the premises pei-sonally, or that the inspection 
is made by Mr. Taaffeon your behalf! — Yes ; and Mr. 
TaafFe makes a written retum to me of the inspection. 
I have inspected them sometimes myself and found 
the collector’s statement was quite correct. 

255. Have you, duiing the seven years you have 
held the office, under that section, which is the only 
section enabling you to discharge your collectors, have 
you so discharged your collectors of any sums of money 
except those which appear in the list of unoccupied 
liouses and insolvencies! — No. 

256. Mr. Phipps. — Wliat is the mode of discharghig 
a collector! 

257. CuAiRiiAX. — Can you explain that ! Wlien a 
collector represents a house as insolvent what process 
is gone through before the rates payable thereon are 
written off, as it were !— They are conthiued in the 
ledgei' as arrears. 

258. Tliat cannot be, because there are no arrears in 

the ledger 

Mr. Phipp.s. — They are not arrears acknowledged 
by tlie collector. 

259. Chairman. — What we want to know is, tlio 
process under which you exercise the power given you 
by that section, “ No collector of any rates to be 
levied or collected by vh-tuo of this Act shall bo per- 
mitted to discharge himself in his accounts, or be 
excused for not collecting any rates or money which he 
shall have been cliarged to collect upon the ground of 
the promises chargeable therewith bemg insolvent, un- 
less such promises shall have previously been poi'sonally 
visited and inspected by the said Collector-General : ” 
what is the process by which you give the collector the 
benefit of that section! — Mi’. Taaft'e is bound to 
inspect tlio promises, and occasionally I have done it 
myself. It is Mr. Taaffe’s special duty. 

200. Whou Mr. Taafh? comes to you and ropoi-ts the 
pronii.ses are insolvent, and that the rates cannot bo 
viicovnred, do you excuse the collector? — Yes; Mr. 
Taaffe makes a return to uk! that he inspected the pre- 
mises. 

261. Do you ever excuse the collector in respect of 
the collection of any rotes unless there has been an 
inspection in that way? — Hois never excused othtr- 

262. Mr. PiiiPi’.s. — Is there any record in the books 
of anything in the nature of a discharge from the col- 
lection ! — There is a rc]iort to the effect, “ inspected 
these returns and found them to be strictly nccurato.” 

263. Chairman. — In the first place is there any 
book in your ofiice that charges the collector with the 
umoiuit to lie collected in his waixl ? — Ho gives in his 
hook every year, 

ill'. Piiii’i’S, — That is a hook of tlie current assess- 
ment only. 

204. CuAiiiMAN. — Is the book that is given to the 
collector totalled — docs the gross amount appear in it! 
— Yes ; one of these hooks can Ijo jirodiiccd. 

265. What 1 want to know is tliis : — Do you, in 
any hook kept in your office, give tliat total amount 
and sliow how it is discharged, either hy jiaymeiits or 
by remissions, in respect of insolvent ])rcmises, or 
bankrupt premises, or premises excused from any 
other- cause! — No. 

266. ill'. Phipps. — There is no hook of that kind ! 
— I think not. 

267. In the latter part of the 14th sec. ofthe 12tliand 
13th Vic., c. 91, it is enacted, “And every such collector 
shall, in such time and such manner as tlie Collector- 
General shall diroct, deliver to him true and perfect 
accounts in writing under his hand of all moneys re- 
ceived by hiiii, ami of all moneys jiaid by him to the 
said Governor and Company of tlie Bank of Ireland by 
virtue of this Act ; and also a list of the names of all 
persons who have neglected or refused to pay any rate 
or money owing by them, with a statement of the 
monei'S due from them respectively ; ” that is a clause 


governing the returns made by the collectoi-s to you 
annually of the arrears due ! — As to the inonev col 
lected, he is bound to lodge it every day and produce 
■ a receipt. 

268. “And also a list of the names of all persons 

who have neglected or refused to pay any rate or money 

owing by them, with a statement of the moneys due 
from them respectively.” That means a detailed state 

ment of the an-ears due throughout Dublin! Ther<‘ 

has been no change whatever from the system pureiunl 
by Mr. Staunton, 

269. Chairman. — H as such a report been vlven to 

you by your collectors as is described there! No, 

270. Mr. Brooks. — H ave the collectoi-s been in the 
habit of furnishing you with a detailed statement 
of the jiayments, other and apart fi-om tliat wliicli they 
supplied to you in tlie book-form? — I don’t exactly 
understand the question. 

271. The collectors are supplied with books giving 
the numbers of the ocoupiei-s and the amount assessed ( 
— Yes. 

272. Do they produce that book to you frequentlv! 
— No ; but they communicate with me personally. 

273. And produce the book! — They have the book 
with them. 

274. They look to tlie books! — Yes. 

275. Do you look to the books! — Well, I do not. 

It would be hard to under-stand them. They keep 
their books in a peculiar way, with hiei-oglyphics, 
which I would not understand. ’ 

276. Mr. Phipps. — H ave you any control over- the 
arrears at all or does it rest eutii-ely with the collec- 
tors ! — We crideavoirr to recover them. 

277. But have you auytlriug in your office whicli 
you could occasionally see, and say, so and so owes so 
much. Is tlie business of the depai-tment ever done 
in tliat forjn, or does the business of the collection rest 
entirely with the collectors ! — I constantly ask if tliis 
person or that person had paid his rates. 

278. By refen-ing to your books ! — No. 

279. You have no list of arrears befoi-e you!— 
Yes. If I learn that a certain iinlii-idual owes 
arrears foi- the last year I direct him to be, .summoned, 
and I sign a paper authorizing them to issue the sum- 
mons, 

280. You get your information from the collector, 
and the collector gets no information from voii. If 
you received a list of tho names of pei-sons who refused 
or neglected to pay tlie rates, it would be the duty of 
the office to coinjiare that list with tlie books, and 
you tlius establish a means of check. You don’t 
appear to have in existence any tiling of the kind!— 
Nothing of tliat kind was obsei-vecl by myprocleccs.soi-. 

281. Mr. Brooks. — D o you depute to anyone in tho 
office the duty of comparing the rate-books supplied 
to tho collectors with the payments and ai-i-eai-s, in 
order to ascertain such payments and anears?— 3Ir. 
Taaffe looks aftei' that. 

282. Is that part of his regular duty ?— It is. 

283. Does Mr. Taaffe perform it! — I believe he 
looks into it very iiairowly, 

284. Do you obtain from Mr. Taaffe any report of the 

individual payments and individual arrears ! He 

makes a report to me when he goes out to inspect the 
insolvent lists — he makes a written reporf to me. 

285. He does not supply you with any general report 
as to the arreai-s ! — No. 

286. Chairman. — T o conclude for tho present — 

What you have already told ns amounts to this. The 
books in no way show us or give us tlie iufomintioii 
how the amount with which facie the collector 

is chargeable at the end of the year is discharged. You 
can not show that in any way ? — No. 

287. Nor the books do not show us that ! I think 

to some extent they do. 

288. Mr. Phipps. — T he daily transactions are 
entered ? — ^Yes. ' 

289. Butno 2 -esuIts. This difficulty aiises from the 
fact of the non-posting of tlie arreai-s from the com- 
mencement. it arises entirely from tliat circu ,i 
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stance. That omission is a stiimbling block in the 
way of oiir investigation, I am sori'y to say. 

290. Chaikman. — I have already called attention 
to the fact that the deficiency in eacli yeai- for five or 
six years is about nmo and a half [ler cent, I -would 
like to have your own explanation as to how that de- 
ficiency arises. Enumerate separately if you can the 
causes. What is the first cause ? — I think this report 
will explain it. 

291. Is that a document drawn up byyourself ? — No. 
293. Then I would rather have yo\ir own opinion 

— I compare the collection of Dublin witli Bel- 
fast, Limerick, and I think Cork, and I give the 
results. 

293. At the present time wc are only dealing with 
Dublin. I now merely ask your own opinion as a 
man of experience in that office for seven years. I 
want to know what are the causes in your opinion 
of a deficiency of nine and a half per cent, on the 
whole collection? — Because we have not the same 
power of levying in the city as tliey have in the. 
county, and in Rsvthminos, and the other townships. 
A bill which I prepared, and which I hoped would 
have been carried woxild have remedied that. 

294. Do I understiand you to say that you conceive 
the only cause of this nine and a half per cent, of a 
deficiency is that you have not got the same powers as 
they have in other places ? — To a groat extent it de- 
pends on tliat. In the rural districts we collected 
ninety-eiglit per cent., because the ratepayer.s are a 
more respectable and wealthy class, while in many 
parts of the city they are cpiite the revei-se. 

295- Do I undei-stand you rightly to say that you 
attribute the deficiency of nine and a half per cent, to 
a -want of the powers -to levy which exist in other 
places? — Toagreat extent. 

290. Tell us what these powere are? — The col- 
lectors can go in and distrain the pz'cmises. 

297. I understand you to convey that in Dublin 
the collector can only got a warrant from a magistrate 
which will enable him to distr.iin tlie goods of tho 
peisonwho is actually luvblo to the rate? — Exactly. 

298. You consider that is a defect, and that there 
ought to he power of distraining the goods of any per- 
son actually residing in tho house? — Quite so ; other- 
wise you will never be able to collect tlie rates in 
Dublin satisfactorily. 

299. You would consider necessary a power of dis- 
tress on any peraon’s goods that happened to be in the 
plivce ? — Yes ; in a great numbci- of places thei'e is 
uoihiog to seize. 

300. You have not got the power to distrain any 
person’s goocl.s which you may find on the premises ? — 
Yes; we have not the same j)Ower which they have in 
the counties. The house is always acoouukible. 

301. I think you are right in saying that in the 
collection of poor rates they can distrain the goods of 
any person that may happen to be in the house ; can 
you give the Commissioners any clue as to -what pro- 
portion of the deficiency of nine and a half per cent, 
arises from that cause ? — Fiom that cause alone I am 
sure there is more than four per cent., and also from 
the fact of so many sham landlords. 

302. We are not just now inquiring as to the sham 
laadlozxls ; we are on the difficulties incases of distress 
when you are only able to seize the goods of the per- 
son actually liable to the rate : how much of the 
deficiency of nine and a half per cent, actually arises 
from that cause ? — At least four per cent. 

303. Give an instance of your collector attempting 
to ^tiuin goods in which he was defeated by reason 
of it being discovered the goods belonged to somebody 
olse? — He has gone in and has been turned out by the 
production of a bill of ssrle, and tilings of that sort, 
the collectors will describe that more accurately. 

304. You cannot give us fui'ther particulars of cases 
of that kind? — Numerous cases of that kind have 
oecuiTed. 

305. You have not got any entry of them in your 


day-book, the book in which you enter the account 
of each day’s transactions ? — No. 

306. It is merely a guess when you say four- per 
cent, of the deficiency arises from that? — Yes. 

307. Give us another cause for tho deficiency of nine 
.and a half per cent : you have already mentioned the 
case of sham landlords. If you think that is a cause 
explain ? 

308. Mr. Pnipps. — Y'ou mean four per cent, on the 
sum uncollected. 

309. CiiAiBMAN. — When you say four per cent, you 
mean four per cent, out of the nine andahalf percent.? 
—Yes. 

310. What is the other cause to which you refer ? 

Some of the people are in a wretched state of poverty, 
and in some pai-ts of Dublin it is utterly impossible to 
collect rates. 

311. You referred to sham landlords : explain what 
you mean by a system of sham landloj’ds ? — There are 
a class of peoj>le who have a great number of houses 
in hand, and they put men of straw into possession 
to receive the rents. For instance there was a case 
of the kind lately decided. A house valued at £26 a 
year was set to a mere pauper from whom the rates 
could not be collected. When I inquired about him 
I ascertained that the man was wretchedly pooi-, that 
he had not shoes to his feet, and that ho was a mere 
agent of the head landlord. We summoned him, but 
the snimnons was dismissed. 

312. As I understand, that arises incases where the 
person responsible for the rate under the Act of Par- 
liament is the immediate lessor. The owner of the 
house puts a person in the position of immediate lessor, 
and when you take proceedings against him to recover 
the rates you find he is a man of straw ? — Exactly. 

313. You mentioned one ease which failed: have 
proceedings been taken in other cases and failed the 
same way? — We have failed in numerous cases. Wc 
have been defeated, and cannot recover. 

314. What proportion of the 9.t per cent, deficiency 
arose from that cause ? — I cannot say. There is also 
to be taken into consideration the great poverty of 
some parts of Dublin. 

3L5. You cannot give us any idea to what extent 
the deficiency arises from that cause? — I can not. 

Mr. Phipps. — T here is no official record. 

316. CHAiiiiiAX. — Can you assign any other cause 
for that deficiency ? — The great poverty, as I have 
stated. 

317. Surely there is another cause — ^unoccupied and 
vacant houses — ought not that to account for a portion 
of tho loss? — Yes. 

318. Can you give us any idea what propoi-tion is 
reprosonted by that ? — I have a return which I will 
give you. (E-oturn not produced.) 

319. For the present -wo will take it at whatever 
you estimate it at, if you cannot find tlie I'eturn 
now. We will look at it another time? — By diroction 
it was made out. 

320. That being so, I would like you to tell us, if 
you can, what remedies you would suggest by which 
this deficiency of 9^ per cent, could be collected? — 
(Question not answered). 

321. Mr. Brooks. — C an you state what is the rea- 
son of tlie loss of 2i per cent, in the rural districts 
when tliey have the powers that are desiderated for 
Dublin ?— You have a Respectable class of people living 
in the rural districts, more so than in (lortions of the 
city. 

322. Take, for instance, the case of Eathmines? — 
The houses in Eathmiues me always fully accountable 
for the rates. They often collect 98 out of 100 in 
Eathmines. 

323. Why not collect tho whole 100? — Ido not 
believe there is anyplace where 2 jier cent, is not lost. 

324. CiiaiumaN. — B ut, as far as the powere of col- 
lection are concerned, liave they not greater powers 
than in Dublin? — No doubt, but in the rural districts, 
as well as in Dublin, there is a constant change of 
occupiers which you cannot control. 

G 
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Mr. Denis 
Moj'lan. 
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325. The rea-son you give for there being so much 
larger a collection in the riirai districts is, that the 
people are more prosperous i — Yes. 

32G. Mr. Brooks. — The Commissioners report in 
Rathmuies that they collect the taxes without any loss 
whatever — about £4 in £3,000. Is that a fact 1 — It 
is not confined to Rathmincs, but to other districts. 
My distiict extends to Kingstown, where there is a 
good deal of poverty also, and it goes over the area of 
the police district. 

.327, Chairman. — Do I understand you to say that 
in tlie Rathmines Township, whatei'er may be tho de- 
ficioiu y, they have tlie power of going to tlie house at 
any distance of time and recovering the rate! — They 
have. 

328. Do you rooan by that, that the goods are liable, 
or is there a way to charge it on the house itself! — 
To charge it on the house itself 

329. Could you give a reference to the Act under 
which they Lave that power 1 — I think I have the Act, 
l)ut not here. It is a private Act. 

330. I know it is. If it was not I could lay my 
hand on it at once. We wouhl be voiy much obliged 
if you w'ould give a reference to it in the coui-se of the 
inquiry? — Yes ; I shall. I haveit in the office. 

331. Then do T undershind you to say that the only 

siiggcstioji you could iiiake would be to simj>ly give the 
Collector-General’s olfice in Dublin the same power 
that the Rathmines Commissioners have, or poor-rate 
oolkictors 1 — Yes. A bill has been prejiared on the 

subject wliieli confines tlie power of distress to the 
limit of two years. 

3.32. Have you got a copy of tlie bill that you refer 
to ? — Yes ; this is it (copy Bill produced). That Bill 
originally limited the time for distress to one year, 
but the Corporation preferred tlie Poor Law limit of 
two years wliich was accordingly substituted. 

333. 'This is the draft bill then to which you re- 
ferred, which you say was prepared under your dircc- 
Lion ?— Yes, 

334. The first clause that I find in this bill, which 
relates to tlie actual levy of fates, is the fourth : — 

“ Bb it enacted tliat every rate to be collected nud made by vir- 
tue of tlie |>rincipal Act, after the passing of Ibis Act, sb.ill be a 
i-harge upon the lanils, houses, tenants, hereditaments, and pre- 

ner as if such rate was a rate made under the provisions of the Act of 
1 & 2 Vic., cap. 5G, and of the several Acts for altering or amend- 
ing the same, and .sucli rate sliall be paid and payable by such 
|)orson or persons as under tlie provisions of said Act would have 
tjccii liable to pay the same, bad it been made under the provi- 
sions of the said Act, instead of the provUions of the principal Act, 
and tile Ccdlector-Goneral or his coUector shall have all and tlie 
same powers, ways and means for recovery and enforcing payment 
of sucli rate from the several per.sons liable to pay the same, as are 
provided tor recovery of poor-rates in Ireland ; provided always 
that nothing herein contained shall operate, so as to enable any 
tenant to deduct any portion of rate from liis landlonl, except the 
legal proportion of poor-rate now so deductible," 

The effect of that section would be to put the Col- 
lector-General’s office in tbe same jiosition as the col- 
lectors of rural townships ? — Yes, 

335. Mr, Brooks. — That is a copy of the bill sup- 
plied to me, but I understand that since tliat bill was 
approved of the Collector-General has promoted another 
amended bill, and (to witness) now you repudiate that 
bill 1— Oh no, I do not. 

336. CiiAiHMAN. — Have you bad more than tho one 
draft bill prepared under your direction? — That is 
the bill that was prepared, and there were some trifling 
amendments made to it afterwards. 

337. And as far as regards the fourth clause of this 
bDl it puts your office in tlie same position us tlie col- 
lectors of poor-rates, and nothing else ? — Yes. 

338. And in addition to other powers the 6th clause 
provides ; — 

■'For the recovery of rates or cess, tho Collector-General from 
time to time, may (listraiii for rates and cess, or arrears tliercof, 
which ho is authorized (o collect, on all goods .and chattels in or upon 
the properly rated, ami in c.ase of sulikicnt distress not being found, 
may recover the amount unpaid from the owner of Ihe property 
rated by action, plaint, or otlier proceedings in any court, having 
jurisdiction (or the recovery of debts to that amount," 


What is the meaning of that clause ? — This (producing 
document) is explanatory of it. The Corporation and 
Guaixlians all approve of the Bill, with the exception of 
some trifling amendments, which are alluded to in that 
document. 

339. This doeument must refer to a different Bill 
altogether? — No ; it refers to that Bill solely. 

340. I can’t make them correspond, so you must 
try and give us an explanation of them. "What do you 
mean by the clause in which you say ; — 

“ In addition to the other powers for the recovery of rates and 
cess, tho Collector-General from time to lime may distrain for rates 
or ccss, or arrears thereof, which he is nntliorized to coliect, ou all 
goods and chattels in or upon the property rated, and in case of 
sufficient distress not being found, may recover the amount unpaid 
from tlie owner of the property rated by action, plaint, or other 
liroceeding, in any Court having jurisdiction for the recovery of 
debts to that amount.” 

What is the meaning in that clause of the word 
“owner.” Do you mean if there is not a sufiideat 
quantity of goods on the premises at a particular time 
to satisfy tho clisti’css, you can sue whoever happens 
to be the hindlordof the pi’emiscs? — The Act describes 
the owuer where tlicre are weekly and monthly 
tenants. 

341. And by the word “owner” there you mean 
whoever is described as owner in the Act of Pailia- 
ment, or otherwise the lessor? — Yes. 

342. Veiy w'ell, I understand that clause now. 
Then the GtJi clause says : — 

“ In every case in wlilch the iinmeOif'.te lessor of any property is 
vateil under the provisions of the principii! Act, and such immediate 
lessor is liable to pay n rack-rent in respect of tlie said premises, llie 
person entitled to receive tbe said rack-rent shall, if the immediate 
lessor, shall for fourteen days after such notice in writing, as is men- 
tioned in the fifty-third section of the principal Act, shall have been 
served personally on the immediate lessor, or left ut bis usual abode, 
or last known place of residence, make default in paying said rates, 
llio Collector-General may, not sooner than nine months after the 

person entitled to receive tiic rack-rent a notice in writing stating 
that the immediate lessor has made such default, as aforesaid, ia 
jviyiiig the said rates, and stating the particulars of the same, pro- 
ceed to recover (he said rates, or the part thereof remaining niipuid, 
from the person entitled to receive the same rack-rent, and ha shall 
be liable to pay the same in the same manner as if he had been tlie 
immediate lessor, and rated as such at the time of the making ami 
declaring of the said rates : provided al'vays (hat the person outitleJ 
to receive the said rack-rent .shall be entitled to recover the rates, 
or part tliereof, so paid by him from the immediate lessor, as if same 
were jiart of, and in addition to, the rent payable by the immediate 
lessor ; and provided also that the said rates shall have been unpaid 
for nine mouths or upwards by the immediate lessor." 

As I undei'stiuu] tliafc clause it reasons that if a man 
lets jivcraisos to auotlicv pei-son at a rack rent, that 
man, whether tlie immediate lessor or not, within the 
meauing of the Act, can be made responsible for the 
rates ? — Yes. 

343. Wliat is tlie meaning of “rack-rent" in tliis 
Act of Parliament, for I don’t see a definition of it 
in any pluoe? — It is a rent charged beyond the value 
of the premises. 

344. And who is to ascei-tain whether it is a “ r.ack- 
I'cnt ” or not 1 — If it is for an excess of what is in the 
rate-book. That explain.s it. 

345. Then, do I understand that as an explanation 
of the Bill, you wish to have this document you 
lianded in read with it — the two together? — Yes. 

346. There ai'e a few other questions on another 
branch which we want to ask you about. There is 
one section in the Act of Parliament — the 56th section 
of tlie 12th it 13th Vic., c. 91, which says : — 

“ And be it enacted, that (lie said Collactor-Geiieral shiill inalie 
out half-yearly, at .such times as shall be fixed by the Lord Lien- 
tenant, for eacli of such bodies politic or corporate, Board.s, Coiri- 
missioncrs, or persons, a true and correct account of the entire sum 
rated or notified for collection by him at the commencement of the 
preceding year, and tiie whole amount received by him during the 
past year, and the amount paid by liim to eaoli of such Bodies 
Iiolitic or corporate, lioai-ds of Commissioners, or persons, and the 
date thereof, and Ihe amount of each rate remaining uncollected in 
each suchwaid or electoral division, or portion thereof, and the 
amount thereof supposed to be insolvent, and tbe description of tlie 
premiees deemed by said Collector-General to he insolvent, together 
with the names of the persons rospectively rated for the same, 
together with the charges, salaries, poundage, and expenses of the 
said office for receiving rates, specifying the items thereof, and tiiv 
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amount wliicli lias been received by liim on account tlicreof ; and 
the said Coliecfor-Gcncra! shall, within ten days tiicrearter, post in 
some conspicuous piace in the office of tlie said Collector-General 
lists of the said premises so deemed to be insolvent, together witli 
the description and names as aforesaid, and siiall transmit copies 
tliereol to the said several bodies, politic or corporate, Boards of 
Commissioners, or persons, re.spective!y.” 

Have these half-yearly aecotmts been made out by 

you 1 No, never ; no time was ever fixed for us to 

make them. 

347. Tliat is to say that the Lord I/iouteiiaiit never 
fixed the periods at whioli you were to make them out 7 
— No. 

348. Have you ever made out a cowesponding 
account for your own information 1 — Only the annual 
account that we make out. 

349. And do you conceive tliat tlio annual account 
contains the information which this section requires 
you to give, the only difference being that the return 
IS made out only once a year 7 — I think practically it 
irives all necessary infonnation. 

350. Now, do you think it is desirable thatthe 56th 
section should be acted on and that days should be 
appointed to have these accounts made out! — Well, I 
don’t see how it could be done without a great increase 
of the staff, as it would impose an enormous amount 
of work on tlie staff. 

351. Do I understand that it would add an enormous 
amount of business to the work of the staff to have a 
document of that character publi.shed twice instead of 
once a year 1 — Well, it would. It occujues a consider- 
able time to make out a return like that. 

352. What period of time is required to make up 
a docuincut of that character 1 — Well, it takes a very 
considerable time to do it. I can’t exactly define the 
time. The Lord Lieutenant never gave the direction, 
tliorefore the return was not given, and Mr. Staunton 
never acted on the section either. 

353. There is another question about the audit we 
would wish to ask you. I believe under the Act the 
lleceiving Master hitherto audited your accounts ? — 
Yes. 

354. How often do you present your account for 
audit 1 — Once a year. 

355. What is the date of tlie last account sent in to 
the Receiving Master? — 1876 is the last. 

356. And when was an account sent in before that 
time? — 111 1875. 

357. But when did he get the account for 1875 1 — 
Well, I can’t tell exactly the date it was sent in, but 
he could not get it till the year expired. 

3.58. But ill each year from 1870 down to the pre- 
sent time liave you sent in your account ? — Yes. 

359. And was that always the mode of proceeding — 
a yearly audit! — Yes. 

360. Then I take it that in 1871 you sent in your 
account for 1870, and in 1 872 you sent in the account 
for 1871, and so on? — Yes. 

361. Regularly year by year? — Yes ; but I find in 
Mr, Staunton’s time it was every two years. 

362. I don’t care now what took place in Mr. Staun- 
ton’s time. He is not here to explain. What I want 
to know, and what I ashed was, whetlier you sent in 
these accounts regularly year by year since you came 
into office ? — Yes. 

363. That is all right. Have you got any sheet 
sliowing tlie form in which the accounts arc sent in 
for audit? — Here is one. (Document produced). 

364. This is the form of the account you say ycu 
send ill to the Receiving Master each year? — Yes. 

365. I see the way this is made iiji is, that you first 
show the amount of all the rates assessed — then the 
amount of Government conti’ibution — then the amount 
of aiTears, and then the balance in bank transferi'cd 
to the Board, which was £1,284 12s. ?— Yes. 

366. And on the other side of the account you show 
tlie various payments that have been made, and then 
at the end you show the amount outstanding? — Yes. 

367. I find the amount of arrears appealing in this 
account of 1876 is £123,785 19s. that should be 
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accounted for? — That was inmning ou from before I Siin. j, I87J. 
came into office. 

308. And if I rightly understand what you have jioylan. ' • 
told us, by your books there is no way you can vouch 
tliat item of £123,785 19s. 0|i. ? — This occurred be- 
fore I was appointed. 

369. And your books don’t show any means of 
vouching it?— No. 

370. On the other side of the account there is a 
sum of £147,777 13s. O^c^., and there is no way of 
vouching that eithei'? — In the same way it would con- 
sist of ai-rears. 

Mr. Phipps. — How is tliat sum arrived at — 
fiom what documents? — (Question not answered.) 

371. CUAIEM.4N. — From what elements of calcuhv 
tion did you find the amount of arrears in 1876 to be 
£123,785 19s. 0|d.? — It. was taken up from former 
accounts, and added to the arrears of the current year. 

372. That is, it was taken from a former account 
sent in for audit? — Yes. 

373. But not from anything that appeared in your 
own books? — It must have been found in the books. 

374. And the £147,777 13.s. is arrived at by 
mere deduction — is not that so? — It was arrived at 
from the commencement of the department. 

375. And the way you aiTivcd at it was, you found 
that to make your account balance you should insert 
that sum — is not that so ? — Y es. 

376. And that is the only element you had for it — 
to make your account balance? — Yes. 

377. You mentioned something about a controversy 
that took place with the auditor in reference to the 
mode of auditing the accounts. Do you know the 
merits of that controversy you based those arrears on? 

— Tlie papers in the office will disclose all tliat. 

378. But do you know it yourself? — The auditor 
wanted to charge the arreai-s to the Collector-General, 
and the Privy Council decided that Master Fitzgibbon 
could not be sustained in that. 

379. Was it Master Fitzgibbon’s contention in that 
case, when he saw tlie sum of £123,785 19s. 0|d. 
arrears, tliat it was necessary to make some inquiry 
to ascertain how tliat amount of arreai-s was arrived 
at, and that it was necessary for the collectors to sliow 
why it was not collected?— I believe that was so; but 
it was before my appointment. 

380. Don’t you think that it would be a pi-oper 
thing, in auditing accounts of this kind, that material 
should be placed before the auditor from which he 
would know how the amount of arrears was arrived 
ao ; and also to lay before him sonic materials to show 
why that sum is dischiu-ged ! — Well, that is a rational 
way to view it ; but this account is made out strictly 
according to Jlr. Staunton’s. 

381. But, as a matter of opinion, don’t you consider 
that at the present time an audit, such as we have 
here, is illusory ? — I do not think it is of much value. 

382. Or of any value at all ?— Scai-ccly, T think. 

383. In your account as presented that year for 
audit, the arrears appearto be £1-17,777 13s. O^d? — 

That represents only a certain period. That does not 
run to the commencement of the depiirtinent at all. 

384. Tell me what j)criod that goes back for, It 
has been already stated that it is not confined to 1 87 6. 

You have already told us, if I iimleratund your evi- 
dence, that that is not confined to the arrears at the 
close of 1876, but to ontstaiiding arrears, whatever 
they may be. Do you observe that that sum is more 
than £100,000 short of the amount that ap]>cars in 
your audited account? — But that is riiiming on from 
the commencement of the office., 

385. However, I understand your opinion to bn now 
that the audit in its pi-csent shape is not of much 
value ? — I don’t think it is. 

Mr, Phipps. — Before we go further we ought to ask 
the Collcctor-Gcnei'al by wiiat mf-ans he will furnish 
from his books the particulars of the arreai-sduo on the 
1st of January, 1877, for I dunt think we can accept 
any statement made hy the collectors, 

386. CiiAiKMAN.— AVliat we want to know is by 


G 2 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



40 


COLLECTION OF RATES INQUIRY. 


Jan. 3, 1878. what means will you he able, out of your own books, from my office account to the credit of the various 

— T to give an account of the outstanding arrears? — The boards in the following proportions”? — Yes. 

ledger will do it. 407. Were you justified, as the head of an office in 

• 387. Well, we will require an account worked out whicli you thought the staff insiifficient, to be handing 

from your own books in the office, from the year' 1870 over to those i-espective boards portions of money paid 

down to the present time, of all arrear.s. We do not to you for defraying the expense of collection, and that 

wish to go back beyond that year, for you were not in might more properly go towards the payment of assis- 
office befoi-e it, and you are not, therefore, responsible ; tauce ? — 1 could not appoint an oflicer. 
but from 1870 down to the present time you will be 408. Did you apply to Government for anyuici-ease 
good enough to work out for us an account of the of the staff in consequence of your belief that it was 
arrears due ? — 1‘hat will take some time to do. iiisufficieut in number for the work you had to do ? — 

388. Undoubtedly ; but I don’t see how wo can At the time 1 me 2 itioned I applied for an additional 
get the iuformatioji we require without that? — Very officer — in 1875. 

voll. 409. But in 1870 you thought your staff was in- 

389. Mr. hluRBAY. — You have now two and a lialf sutiicient? — Well, I was only in the establislmicnt a 
per eeub. upon the assessment for expenses of office ? — very short time then. 

Yes. 410. Now, previou-s to your coming into office was 

390. And you have told us that some time ago your there any amount handed over each year to the credit 
staff was insufficient? — I think it wa.s always in- of the vaiious boards ? — Very little ; I could not find 
suflicieut at certain periods of the year when the books any record of it, 

are made out. 411. And since you came into office you have handed 

391. Though you said you considered your staff was over consideiabie sums? — I have. 

insufficient, you stsxted in your annual report of 1871 412. And have you in point of fact been starving 

that the office was in a satisfactory condition — didn’t the office ? — No, not starving the office. 

you ? Well, it was ; but still the .staff was short, and 41 3. Did you apply for an increase of your staff? — 

tliere was more as.sistance required. There was a large item for stationery in which I efiec- 

392. Yonhavo also told us now that inconsequence ted a great saving. 

of the staff being insufficient you wore unable to Icee]) 414. But there was a large sum which you had, by 
up tlic columu of arrears that was published ? — Yes. which you could have had the streugtli of the office 

393. Was your staff when you entered the office the increased so as that you could keep up this column of 

same as in Mr. Staunton’s time? — It was. arrears? — I could not do it without the Lord Lieuten- 

394. How comes it, then, that Mr. Staunton was ant sanctioning it. 

able to keep up that column of arrears with that staff 415. But you never applied to increase your staff? 
and you were unable to do so? — The business has in- — I did in 1875. 

creased and certain duties have been thrown on us 416. But from 1870 down to 1875 you made no 
since. ajjplication ? — No. 

395. Wliat were the duties tliat came on the office 417, Can you give us any copy of a letter to the 

ill 1870 that did not exist in_ 1869 ? — Well, tlie jurors Lord Lieutenant applying for an increase of tlie staff? 
list has become — I can ; and I can give the reply of bis Excellency 

396. Answer my question. What were the duties to the application. 

that came on the office in 1870 that did not exist in 418. But between 1870 and 1875 you took no steps 
J809? — Well, Lord O’Hagan’s Bill imposed a gr-eat to increase the staff in your office? — No. Iwas anxious 
deal of trouble on us. to use economy, and until I was appointed there was 

397. Lord O’Hagan’s Bill was passed in 1871, and scarcely anything at all allocated to the different 

Von came into office in 1870, and in that year you gave departments. When I toll you that I saved sixty-two 

up keeping this column of avreara — isn’t that the case ? percent, alone in having the tendersfor stationery made 
— Certainly ; you have said it was. public 

39S. I want to know isn’t that the fact — that in 419. Mr. Brooks. — Y ou stated that the clerks were 

1 87 0, before Lord O’Hagan’s Act came on at all, you engaged daily registering the transactions of the day 1 
gave up keeping that column of arrears ? — Yes. — Yes, certainly ; in doing everything. 

399. You said just now that you gave it up in con- I do not think it was shown to us how they were 
sequence of that bill ? — Lord O’Hagan’s Bill required engaged. 

the particulars to be made out in a particular form, Mr. Phipps.— Tlie posting of these large books 
not existing before — to be made out in dictionary {pointing to book on the table) must be a considerable 

form, work. 

400. I know it did ; but that has nothing do with 420. Mr. Brooks (to JViine.'i.i ). — Is that the work 

the column of arreai's ? — I did not say it had. you mean they were engaged in ? — Yes. 

401. What I want to know is why you gave up 421. Is it paa-t of the duty of the collectors to re- 

keeping that column before tliat bill was passed, for turn the names of lodgers in each house where the 
that could have had nothing to do with it? — ^The staff owners pay tlie taxes with the view of having them 
was insufficient for the work. placed on the Parliamentary or municipal roll ? — No ; 

402. Did you ever make any representation to Go- the lodgei's are very numerous. Some of them pay 

vornment that you were short-handed? — Well, I asked 2a. 6d., and others pay Is. 6tf., where these sham land- 

on one occasion, when one of the officers was absent on lords exist. 

sick leave for six months. 422. But each ef them must pay a rent that would 

403. What time was that — in what year? — Well, I entitle him to be placed on tlie Parliamentary and 

am not prepared to say that, but I will answer you municipal franchise if tlie proper officer did his duty ? 
to-morrow ; and I asked for an additional person to — I don’t think it is his duty to inquire when the 
represent the absent officer. opinion of two eminent Judges is that these people 

404. Mr. Taaffe says that that was in 1875 that that were not entitled to the franchise. My predeces.sor 

occurred? — 1875. took the opinion of Judge Barry and Judge Warren. 

405. At the time tliat you say your staff was in- I can produce the opinions ; and they both stated that 
sufficient you are aware you were handing over to the these people were not entitled to be on the franchise. 
Boards a considerable portion of the two and a half per I would be very glad if they were on it. 

cent. ? — Yes ; but until I was appointed there was very Chairman. — M r. Brooks’ question does not refer to 

little handed over. a question of law, but as to a matter of fact why a 

406. You have stated that your staff was insuffi- certain thing is not done. 

cient in 1870, when you joined; and in 1871 you 423. Mr. Brooks. — Q uite so. (To Witness ) — Tliey 

stated in your report that “ by the exercise of strict do not make any return then ? — No. 

economy I was able to transfer the sum of £967 4s. 6d. 424. Since your appointment an application has 
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teen made to you by the Executive for a list of rated 
nersoBS ■^^’llo are in an-ear? — Not by tlie Executive. 

^ 435 You are avvare of tlie provisions of the 56th 
section of the Act of the 12th aud 13th Vic. ? — Yes; 
that is about tlie half yearly account. 

4^26. Yes : has any application been made to you 
hy the town clerk in j'eferencc to tliat 1 — No ; but Mr. 
d’8hau''hnessy, who is acting for what is called the 
Libei-al Association, made an application. 

427. Has an application been made to you by the 
Boai-ds of Guai-dians ? — No. 

428. Or by any other person ? — No. 

429. Chairman. — What was the date of the appli- 
cation that was made by Mr. O’Shaughnessy 1 — It was 
last year. 

430. And up to that time no application had been 
made to you?— No. 

431. But as I undei-stand, you conceive that you 
discharge practiciilly the duty imposed by the 5Gth 
section by your annual report ? — I don’t think the Act 
of Pai'liament requii'cs that report we make out. 
There is nothing in the Act about it. 

432. But wliat is contained in that report is founded 
on the 56th section as you Understand it? — Yes. 

433. hir. Brooks. — Have you any suggestion to 
give as to the disposal of the £1,284 which yotr ap- 
portioned among the various boards in 1876 ? — Well, 
suicethe year 1870, a charge on the department has 
sprung up in the way of pensions to officers u'ho liave 
reth'ed. It amounts now to nearly £1,100. 

434. Would you recouuneiid that that £1,284, or 
any portion of it, or sufficient portion of it should be 
given to additional clerks to keep this column of 
arrears? — I think the staff ought to he increased. 

435. There is another very important question — 
when the new duties as to the Municipal and Pai-lia- 
mentcuy franchise were imposed on the collectors did 
they receive any extra salary on that account for ful- 
filling those duties? — They receive £30 each for making 
out the jurors list. 

436. But then notwithstanding that they received 
reimincratiou for the extra duty, that exti'a duty is 
considered a good explanation for the falling off of tlie 
natural business of the office — in the way of the proper 
business of the collectionof rates? — It consumes a great 
deal of their time, and prevents them collectingtlie rates. 

437. But then the time devoted to the franchise 
list has been subtracted from their proper duties as 
collectors ? — ^They can’t do two tilings at the same time. 

438. Chairman. — I want to understand about 
that. Under the 12 Vic., cap. 96, was it not portion 
of your duty to make out the jurors’ list ? — But not in 
the way it is done now. 

439. There is a difference we know ? — Yes, and a 
serious difference. 

440. 1 find by that Act that the Collector-General 
is to make out a list of the jurors, giving their resi- 
dences, die., and tliat is the Act that established 
your office? — Yes. 

441. And what you now say is that Lord O’Hagan’s 
Act has made those lists more difficult to prepai'e, and 
in return for that the collectors get £30 a year each? 
— They do, 

442. I find by the 86th section of the 12th & 13th 
Vic., cap. 91, tliat tlie Collector-General is required 
to give the Town Clerk tlie names of the ratepayers 
of Dublin as shall be required. Isn’t it under- that 
section that the list for tlie municipal franchise is 
required? — Yes, 

443. Has there been any change as regards tliat — 
from the year 1850 down to the present time? — I am 
not aware of any. 

444. Immediately after tlie passing of that Act, had 
not the duties to be performed in reference to the 
Pai-liamentary franchise? — But they ai-e higher now. 

445. Is that by an extension of the franchise, or 
have they new duties to perform in connexion with it 
that they had not before ? — They have to go now aud 
iii(|uire at eacli house what party is entitled to be on 
the list. Tliey get very defective information. 


446. I presume you have ill your office now, among j.m. 3 , is 
the collectors, some gentleman that was tliere before 

you became collector-general? — Not many ; there is jf,,vi,ni. 

447. And I dare say the collectoi-s wDl be better 
able themseh-es to tell'the duties they pei-foi-m under 
the various Acts than you can ? — Yes. I believe their 
hihom-s are very laborious. 

448. Are there any general instructions given to 
the collectors, as regards the part of the year at which 
tliey should make a demand for rates ? — They serve 
notices, and that occupies a considerable time, as they 
have to write out theii- notices, and serve them per- 
sonally on the house. 

449. As I understand, according to your Act of 
Pai'liameiit you have power to make rates payable by- 
quarterly instalments? — Yes. 

450. And that was always done in your time? — 

Yes ; it was done before my time. 

451. And you continued the practice? — Yes. It 
vktually amounts to two payments in the year. 

452. Do you think there is any advantage in making 
rates payable quarterly ? — I think it is an advantage. 

453. I think you are right about tliat. After tlie 
rate has been struck is it the first duty of each 
collector in the several wards to serve the notices ? — 

To serve the notices. 

454. Have you appointed any time within which 
every collector must serve these notices ? — It would be 
very difficult to do that, for some of them have large 
wards to go through, and others small wards. Some 
of them have 3,000 or 4,000 notices to write and seivc. 

455. Don’t you think it -would be a desii-able thing 
to have a rule fJiat each collector must have his notices 
served by the end of January? — I don’t think he 
could do it. 

456. Well, by the end of Februaiy? — I am sure 
they use evei-y exertion in doing it. 

457. But as far ^ that is coucemed you do not 
imposeany rule upon them — you leave it to themselves? 

— I could not impose any rule. Some of them have 
gi-eater distances to go than othei-s- for instance, in 
the South City or the North City Ward, and others, 
the North Dock, and they travel a good deal. 

458. As a matter of fact, are any of the rates col- 
lected quarterly, or is it half-yearly ?— There are very 
few paid quaiterly — some, but not much. 

459. Are there any rates for 1877 that were paid 
in as early as Mai-ch in that year ? — Y’es ; for instance, 

Trinity College pays in January, and the Bank of 
Ireland pays. 

460. But except in the case of public institutions, 
when is it the citizens commence to pay their- rates ? — 

There are a few who pay quarterly, birt not many. 

461. What is the mouth in which the collection of 
rates properly commences from the citizens ? — Li the 
second period. 

462. I mean hr the year after- the fir-st of January. 

Is there a substairtial portion collected in the mouth 
of April? — Oh, a very substantial. 

463. Is there a srrbstantial portion in March? — 

There is a good deal, but not so much. 

464. Well tlreii, from Api-il on, your- r-ates we col- 
lected pretty unifor-mly each mouth ? — Yes ; tire 
collectors are anxious to earn their- money, being paid 
on poundage. 

465. As r-egar-ds the money that is paid into the 
office, as you told us, have yoit been able to aseei-taiir 
what class of people usually call aud pay their money 
into the office? — What class. 

466. What class of people. Are they the better class 
or- the poorer class? — The better class generally, but still 
it is very hard to get some of them of the better class 
to pay. 

467. But do you find the poorer class also pay 
money into the office? — No. Tlie crowd that was there 
on the 31st — I could scarcely get up stau-s. 

468. What of — the poorer class? — Yes. 

469. In yotrr office? — Yes; they postpone it to the 
last day they can. 
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Mr. DenU 


. 470. Wliy is it they run on to the 31st ; isitbemise 

they would be sued after thatl — They would be sued. 

471. You mean on the 31st December? — Yes; the 
31st December. The ciowd of people there was 
exti'aordinary. 

472. The collectors you say are paid by poundage? — ■ 
Yes. 

473. And that poundage, I suppose, differs in the 
different wards? — Yes. 

474. Are the collectors paid poundage on the rates 
paid into tlie office? — On some of them, where they 
serve notice, they are ; but they are not paid on what 
the Corj)Oration pays in, or what comes direct to the 
office. 

475. But in all othei- cases, whether the collector 

receives the money himself, or whether it is paid into 
the office, if he serves tlie notice he gets his pouuda'^o '> 
—Yes. “ ■ 

476. You change the collectors from one ward to 
another? — Not often. 

477. Have you no principle that governs you in 
that? — Yes; if I find a collector has not given good 
results from hi.s ward, I change him to another 
and put a more active man in his place. 

478. Is there any definite time for which a collector 
is to be in a particular ward?— No. I have not made 
it a hard and fast rule always to cliange them. I 
have two gentlemen this year who gave great satisfac- 
tion. 

479. ‘Wlien you say you change a collector who 
has not produced good results from one ward to 
another do you mean that you put him to an easier 
ward ? — I put him from a ward that I see there is 
negligence in, and in which there is a falling off from 
the year before. 

480. Do I imdci-stand yon to say the ground on 
which you change him is that, if you find a deficiency 
is owing to bis want of activity you send him to a 
ward whore up to that time tlie rates have been 
well collooted? — I change him from the ward to 
another that is easier. 

481. Then does not that come to this, that you give 
a premium to the lazy man?— No ; for then he would 
not gc^t tlie usual amount of the other collectors. 

_ 482. It is perfoctlj- fair to change tiu^ collectors from 
time to time so as to equalize their earnings in a 
number of yeajs, but do you think it is fair, merol}- 
bec;iuse a collector ha.s been doing badly in one place 
to put him into the place of another who had been do- 
ing well ? — 'I'ko usage has been to change every throe 
years. 

483. Don’t you think it would be a better plan, if 

you foimdyourcol)octorsnegligmitiiia])avticularwanl, 

for you to suspend them for a certain time, and report 
tlie circumstance to Government? — That would be a 
sliarj) proceeding. 

484. Don't you tbink it wouhl have a tendency to 
make all yonv collectors work better, than hy reward- 
ing the man who is doing badly at the expejrse of a 
man who is doing well ?— It is an awkward thing to 
suspend a collector for a certain time. Dor instance, 
if tiiey have soi'ved the notices the rates cannot bo 
recovered, because yon could not aslc a man who is 
.suspended to come forward. 

485. Do I uiideratand you to convey that, if a col- 
lector dies in the coui-se of the year, yon'havejio means 
of recovering the rates in respect of which notices 
have been served ?— We must have now notices. 

486. Wliat is the business of the warrant officer 
you spoke of? — When the magistrates give a decree he 
levies it. 

487. And that is his duty ? — Yes. 

488. Then in point of fact, the amount of monev 
collected ihvough him represents the amount of money 

recovered through legal procedure, is that so? Yes • 

that is so, Mr. Mooney, the solicitor to the dopart- 
inent, will be able to tell you the amount. 

489. Will ho be able to give the araoimt of money 
recovered tlu-ough legal procedure, for two or three 
years past ? — Yes. 


490. You could not do so yourself? Yes. T ...s u 

491. Would you have any difficulty in tellinir 
amount of money that came into your hands throuivf' 
^le warrant officer, for the years 1876 and 1875^ 

492. We would like to have a return of that Yo 

mentioned a disoi-epancy in the amount of what eacK 
collector earns. What is the minimum each col 
lector is paid ?— They have all nearly i;250 a ve7' 
and some of them ear-n T300. I can get an LIm 
iicconntofitforyou. ^ inexact 

493. I would like to have an exact account of how 
much each collector earned in titose years. I pi-esum 
the reason you make the poundage higher in one ward 
than another is to equalize tlieir earnings ? Yes. 

494. Do you find the arrangement you made for 
that purpose equalizes it?— It does ; but if the man is 
lazy it cannot correct it. 

495. Mr. Mukhav.— W hen a new collector is ao 
pointed to a district, does he receive a new ward book1 

496. A book from the office ? Yes. 

497. And in what way is he made acquainted with 
tlie existing arrears in the district ?— In the book 

498. In the ward-book? — Yes. 

499. Is there a column for arrears in that book <— 

I believe thei'C is. 

500. Have you got a ward-book here (book pro. 
duced)._ There is no column for arrears in this hook, 
feupposing that that ward-book was lost or binned 

how would you make up the loss of it? We would 

go to tho office ledger. 

501. And make it up from this ledger ? Yes. 

502. Mr. Piirpps.— And going through tho process 
that you intend to go through to satisfy us ?— Yes 
precisely. 

503. We have only two books before us to-day, up. 
to the present — one the assessment book, and the 
other the rate or collectors’ book — and we would like 
to have the other books, showing all the transactions 
of the office, especially the receipts and payments ?— 

You want the book of receipts and payments it is 

here (book produced.) 

504. That professes to be an account of receipts 

and expenditiue. Have you any cash-book, showmg 
the result of these books brought together in debtor 
and creditor form. Have you any cash-book represent- 
ing your balance? — We have no cash-book, but the 
receipts are compared with tho bank every Mondav 
morning. ^ 

505. You do not keep a cash-book then?— No cash 
comos tlu-ough my hands whatever. I handle no 
money except cheques come to tlic cash-office. 

506. I asked did you keep a cash-book ?— No. 

o07. Yon have no othoi- account then except these 

two, of payments and reoeijits, and never kept any?— 
No. ^ ■' 

50S. Do you never strike a balance every week, 
with the bank-book — the items paid in, and so on ?— 
Yes. 


o09. But you don’t strike your balances to show 
the receipts, ami on the other side tho cheques that 
are drawn? — We allocate to the shilling the different 
sums the different parties ai-o entitled to every week. 

610. Then we may conclude there is no principal 
cash-book ? — No ; we have no cash-book. 

511. Have you any general lodger showing not only 
the result of those two books of receipts and payments, 
blit tlie whole affairs of your office— any geneial 

512. Have you .my general ledger showing not only 

tho results of those recei]>ts and payments, but the 
whole business of your office ? No. 

513. No general ledger? — No. 

514. That would show the entire of the receipt 
accounts in that ledger — tlie entire of the amount re- 
ceived and arrears — tho amount paid and all balances '? 
— No, 

515. You have no such book as that? No. 

516. And you have no cash-book ?— No. 
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K17 I was under the impression that a book should 530. Have yon occasionally, during the time yon Jim. s, ists. 
. ugpt as nearly as possible in a mercantile way. have been in olEce, or have you frequently had com- 

T1 's i^te ledger has never been balanced for any one plaints made to you as regards individual members of 

^ince your appointment. When I say balanced — your staff?- -I have. 

•f-was never totalled — the arrears declared and the 531. Have they been frequent complamts, or only 
* h brought out, and the abatements shown, and tJie occasional 1 — Only occasional. 

Balances in that form have never been made 1 632. Did you ever find any of the complaints made 

’ in reference to members of tlie staff well grounded? — 

^518 If it had been balanced the totals of these I did, and I spoke to one or two of the officers very 
. ks would give the arrears and the remissions ; hut smartly. 

that business has never been performed?— No. 533. I do not speak as to the mannei-s of a collector, 

519 CHAiniiAK. I think this is all we will re- but have any complaints been made to you as to col- 

nuire from you at present, Mr. Moylan, There is no lectors in the office being negligent of any portion^ of 
doubt we inust examine you at a later peiind ; but their duty?— I don’t tliink so, but when a complaint 
our obiect at present is to ascertain the facts connected is made I investigate it. 

with the entire working of the office. When we have 534. I refer to a complaint of a serious cha- 
taken further evidence both from your own oliicers racter. During the period you were in office was it 
and any -rentlemon that wish to come forward to ever brought forward that any person under your con- 
assist us we will examine you again ? — Very well. trol — collector or otherwise — had been negligent in the 
Tlie Commissiouei-s then adjourned for a quarter of discharge of his duty, or liad misconducted himself? — 

No ; the rates have been collected. 

535. Have particular iudividuals written to you 
After luncheon, Mr. Moylan again came forward saying that a particular officer, or particulai' class of 
and said — I thought you wei-e askiug me about insol- officers had neglected tlieir duty? — I have been w ritten 
vency when you asked did the collectors make me re- jj^at the rates were not collected, 
tons of arrears, TJiey do, and I go over them very 53 q_ ypji a complaint of such a 

eavefiilly- character as to justify you in suspending a collector? 

520. CuAniM.AN. — I understood from you in your Never. 

former evidence that the collectors did make i-etiirns 537^ Never?— Never. 

some time or other in the mouth of December, and 53S. You have already told us that you did suspend 
that that is the return we find published in the book ^ collector. Was that upon your own investigation, 
in two columns, sliowiiig what was uncollectible, and after a complaint? — For general misconduct, 

the arrears collectible? — Yes, and I have them still. g3g_ I to understand that there was no corn- 

521. Had you the items that compose those sums pj^int made of that collector? — A number of com- 

beforeyou? — Yes. plaints. 

522. Do the collectors supply them in a long ilocu- From different individuals ? — Yes, and he ad- 

meut, or what you would call a long sheet i — Yes, in niitted them. 

along sheet- 541. Were there ever similar complaints in refer- 

52A Do I undei-staud you that the collectors are ence to auy other person? — There have been complaints 
obliged to supply you in some time of the yeai- — in ^ p considered some of them very 

December, I tliink, with lists of the amount of the frivolous, and not well founded. 

arrears, and their opinions whether they are collectible gp.3 Broqks. — W ere you not brought before 

or not? — I question them strictly about it. magistrates on one occasion by the owner of pro- 

524. It is not a matter of questioning, but of the perty, and did the owner in that case plead that the 

•documents they lay before you? — They lay the docu- (Jefault was due to the negligence of the collector? — 

meat before me, and I investigate it. pjg ]jg uot liable. 

525. Have you any copies of those documents? — gp3 ]VIurray. — Y ou told me, I think, that 

Well, I baud them to Mr. Taaffe. your staff at the present time was the same in mimber 

526. We have told you to give the returns of as in Mr. Staunton’s time? — I did not say that. I 

lasc year, and you will be supplied with a requisition increased. 

for that as well as the other documents. You say 5^4 You said it was not less in number than in 
you go through these returns vouching them as well as gtaunton’s time? — It is an equal number now, 

you cau by inquiry, and by any other means in your appointment was of a young man, who is 

power? — I go through every item of them. gf .„gj.y little use. At the present the number of the 

527. Mr. Brooks. — Do you make no record of the staffisthe same as in Mr, Staunton’s time. Thefather 

result of your inquiries ? — I make a record in a me- gj £|^g present chief clerk was on the staff when I 
moranduin book to examine into such a case — A. B. entered the office, but he never attended. He was an 
■or 0. _ _ invalid. He retired shortly after. 

528. But you keep no record of the items? — No. ijpg_ ppg ^jjg officer you told us wius some time 

529. Chairman. — In point of fact the sheet is sup- your office without doing duty? — I think he was 
lilied by the collectors, and it is then transferred to tijere for six months without doing any duty. 

Mr. Taaffe?— Yes. 


Mr. Jamks Crofton examined. 


54G. CiiAiRJL'iN. — I believe you are in the Collector- 
Ocneral’s office ? — Yes. 

547. In what year did you enter it? — I was ap- 
pointed on the 21st December, 1874, and had my 
official recommendation in 1875. 

■ 548. Had you been connected ivitli the office before 
that? — No; 1 bad not. 

549. Had you been discharging any duties analogous 
to those of a collector ? — No ; but I knew the working 
of the office. 

550. In what way had you become acquainted witli 
it?— Prom the formation of tlie Constitutional Club I 
had been connected with it, though not officially. I 
was for six months assistant secretaiy of the Consti- 
tutional Club. 


551. How did that come to give j'ou a knowledge 
of the working of this office ? — yimply by coining into 
it with payment of rates, so as to socuiu tin; franchi.se 
of parties. 

552. You were appointed in Jaiuuny, 1875 ? — I'cs. 

553. Were you appointed on probation ? — Certainly. 

554. For what time did the firobation continue? — 
Three moutiis. 

555. Did you get a certificate from Mr. Moylan? — 
I understood that the Collector-General had favourably 
re[)orted of me to the Government for efficiency. 

556. At all events, you were then permanently 
appointed ? — I was. 

657. What was the ward that you commenced to 
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Jan. 3, 1878. collect ill, in 1875 1 — I had two wards — Inns-quay and 
Jlr. Jm. ItotanJo 

Crofton. 558. Were yon the sole collector for those wai-ds ? — 

Yes ; and to tlie present time. 

559. From 1875 you have never been chanced? — 
No. 

560. And you have the sole charge of two wards? 
—Yes. 

5G1. Wlien you commenced yoiu- duties as collector 
in 1875, what document did you get from the ofBce 
as an index of the sums that you were to collect? — 
The first intimation that I gut was my collecting book. 

562. Can you show a specimen of the collecting 
book? — I tliink you have seen it. 

563. At all events, the book you got was similar to 
that produced tliis morning ? — A coimterpai-t. 

564. That book, according to ray recollection, con- 
tained in the firat place the street in the ward and the 
number of the house ? — Yas. 

565. And opposite to that was the name? — Yes. 

566. Which name was that of the occupier or owner ? 
—Yes. 

567. The occupier, or the ownei', if the owner were 
primarily liable ? — Yes. 

568. And opposite to thatwas the consolidated rate 
— The valuation first. 

569. And then the consolidated rates 1 — Yes. 

570. Not broken up ? — No. 

571. And then you had the rate for 1875 ? — Yes. 

572. Did there appear in that book prior assessments 
for 1873 or 1874?— No. 

573. The book is divided into three columns ? It 

runs back to 1874 and 1873. 

574. Did anything appear in the book in reference 
to 1874 and 1873 ?— No. 

5/5. Was there nothing in reference to arrears? 

Nothing in tlio book. 

576. So that all in the book you had was the assess- 
Tiiunt for 1875, with blank columns representing the 
yoare 1873 and 1874 ?— Exactly. 

577. Had you yourself anything to do with the 

])rep;uation of tliat book ? I presume you had not ? 

Nothing wliatevei-. 

578. Did you get any otlior book in addition to 
that? — Yes; tlicre arc areear sheets made up by the 
collectors in each yeai'. 

579. WJio made up the arrear sheets that you got ? 
— Mr. Hunt, the previou.s collector. 

580. Is ho in the office now ? — Yes. 

581. Is lie there still ?— Yes. 

^ 582. The arrciU' .sheets were handed over to yon ? 

583. Ha ve you any specimen of those arrear sheets ? 
— Vos, in tlie office. 

584. Do you keep the airear sheets in your posses- 

^ ^re in the possession of the 

I ollector-General. Wo have peimission to uso them 
wlicn we choose. 

585. Those arrear sheets were not given into your 
custody ? — No. The arrear sheet was given to me for 
tlie ].iupose of ontenng the itcens in the book %vith 
bhink columns for 1873 and 1874. 

586. Tlicn you entered in the 1874 column wliat 

iijipearcsl to )>e tlic arrears of that year, and in tlie 
1873 column what ap 2 )parcd to bo the arrears of that 
year? — Yes ; and cvoiy subsequent arrears. There 
are threo columns in the arrear sheets — for 1872 1873 
and 1874. ' 

587. Do you then enter them in j-our book from 
that? — {Jortainly. 

588- And that you do before you commence tlie 
collection? — It must be done before that; but pre- 
vaously there is the preparation of the notices, on which 
you can cntci’ the existence of tlic areears. 

580. And the only means you have of knowing 
wliat tJic arrears are is from the sheet suiiplied to you ? 
—Certainly. •' 

590- Were those slieets loose, detached sheet, or 
were they bouml together? — They were simply fastened 
together at the comer with a fastener and iii a brown 


paper cover. They are loose sheets given to us to fill 
up. We fasten them together at the comer. 

591. You youreelf from that time have each year 
jirepared similar slieets ? — Yes. 

592. In what month do yon prepare those sheets? 

Now ; immediately, or as soon as possible after the 
31st December. 

593. When you prepared your sheets for 1875, you 
could ascertain from your own knowledge the amars 
of that year, as yon had been collecting in that yeai' 
bnt as regai-ds luiy prior year you were depending on 
the sheets given to you ? — Certainly. 

594. Was that sheet checked by any office docu- 
ment ? — No. It was gone through item by item and 
explanations given to the Collector-General as to' why 
it was not collected. 

595. Were there any means taken by the Col- 
lector-General, when you produced the sheet to him of 
your two wards, to ascertaiu that they wei'o the only 
arreare outstanding ? — No. 

596. Mr. Pmi’i's. — Tliere was no comparison made 
with any book in the office ? — No. 

597. CiiAiiiiiAN. — Does that document truthfully 
represent the arrears ? — Yes. 

698. Were there any means in the office by which 
it could be ascertained whether the amount put doivn 
was the amount outstanding, or that it was not some 
other sum ? — Not unless you ivcnt to the ledgei-s and 
took down item by item. 

599. If you wont there do you think that the 
amount would coiTes];ond with the airear sheets?— 

I am quite certain there would be a disci’epancy. 

600. Because I believe those books are supplied 
from tho collectors’ books? — It is simply a statement 
from their books, as to the amount outstanding at tho 
end of tJie year. 

601. And the only check yon have is, that Mr. 
Moylaji or Mr. Tiuiffo would go over the items 

and ask whether A. B. or C. D. had paid his rates? 

Yes. In the arrear sheet there is an observation 
column, and in that column we state .whetlier it is a 
vacant house, whethei: it is a good debt, or that it Ls 
a debt that will be paid, or a bad debt, and is not re- 
coverable, or “ doubtful ” if there is a doubt. 

602. As regards tlie vacant houses that appear, are 
the aiTeai's upon those in any way carried into the' 
next year’s sheets?— Yes. In regard to all vacant 
houses, the arrears on them are put into the notice for 
the next year, and if theie is a tenant in the house 
then, or if a tenant comes in, he will have to make a 
declaration as to the time he came into jjossession, for 
they will be charged until such time as they malce a 
declaration stating the date on which they came into 
occujiation. 

603. At the end of the year 1875, in which there are 
a number of liouses appearing as vacant, you say that an 
analysis is made of the houses that are vacant. When 
l)i’e 2 >aring your sheets at tho end of tlie following year 
— in 1876 — do the houses in arreai- in 1875 come into 
tlie new sheets ? — If the houses continue vacant they 
are, and if they are occu 2 iied the 2 >ei’son occupying is 
assessed from the date of occu 2 'ation. 

604. You account to the Collector-General as to how 
many liouses are vacant, how many houses insolvent, 
howraany doubtful, and how many uotcollected. Nowas 
to vacant houses, ought they not be struck out of the 
arrear sheet ? — They are struck out by remission 
]>apers. We fill in the vacant houses, and the taxes ai's 
remitted on account of vacancy. 

605. You took as the basis of your arrear sheet wliat 
was sup 2 ilied to you by the collector in 1874? — 
Certainly. 

606. Now, wliat I want to know is this. Arc the 
arrears ever discharged in any way, or kept 02 )cn ? 

— They are discharged by remission by the Col- 
Icetor-General. 

607. Wo have heard that that docs not appear in tlie 
books of the office. Does it a 2 i])cai' in the books jire- 
2 iared by yourself ?—! don’t undoi-stand. 

608. At the end of the year 1874, in your ward we 
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will say there is an arrear of £1,000, and at the end of 
the year 1876, after- the collection of that year, there is 
•mother £1,000 in arrear, and £500 of the ))revious 
£1 000 has been paid. Do you stai-t, then by showing 
Jni ’arrear in the collection of £1,-')001 — We have the 
aneiu-s entered in our books, and also cases where there 
lisive been reuiis-sion papers. 

609. Do you enter the remissions? — Yes; in the 

When you send in tlie arrear , sheets at the end 
of the year a certain portion of the arreais ime written 
of{?— Yes; by remission papers. 

611. Is there a book in which the remissions are 
written off? — I think so. 

612. Mr. Brooks. — Do you know positively ? — Ido 

^°G13. CiiAiEti-\M. — Tell us how you began to prepai-e 
the sheets for the year 1876. You got tlie sheets given 
to you for 1874. Vou prepared the arreai- sheets for 
1875 yourself. What did you do in 1876 to show the 
ari-ears ?— Every rating that was not paid I entei-ed on 
the ai-rear shefst — whether it was vacant, doubtful, 
or a good or bad debt. 

614. Do you include in those items that you 
cutei-ed in 1875 or 1870 houses whicli wore vacant so 
far hack as 1876, and in re.spect of which no rates 
have been paid ?— Certainly, if they have not been re- 
mitted. 

615. What iude.x have you that they lu-c not re- 
mitted? Simply the original collector’s book, which I 


' GIC. Now take the year 1875. I suppose there wci-e 
some rates that were nob collected by reason of the 
lumses heing unoccupied ? — Yes. 

617. Is there any entry in your book of that ? — No ; 
there is the word “ vacant.” 

618. Then, in the exercise of your discretion in 
prepaiiug your arrear- sheet, you do not include arrears 
oil houses that are vaamt ? — I [lut the word “ vacant” 
ojiiiosito houses tliat are vacant. When a house is 
vacant more than a year the amount is remitted 
usually. I always put down the whole of the vacant 
houses in the arrear sheet. 

619. Going back again to the lirst year when you 
began to collect what is the first step you took ? — I 
jjiepaiol the notices. The notices are given to us on 
a fonii -with values from 10a. upwards. 

620. We know the fonn of the notices. You then 
preparcil these and served them, I .suppose, at once? — 
As soon as possible. 

621. Did you serve all the houses in yovn- two 
wards as soon as you got these notices, I mean within 
a reasonable time after you had commenced the collec- 
tion there? — Certainly I did. 

622. CiUi yon tell us in vhat montli you have 
.generally finislied the service of the notices? — That 
would depend, I need scai-cely tell you, u]>on the time 
when we would get the notices. 

623. Ought you not to get tlie notice after yon get 
the books in the beginning of Januai-j-? — As a luatter 
of fact we never do. 

624. When do you got the notices usually? — I am 
not certain, but on the last occasion I do not tliink the 
notices were in the office until about the 18th of 
liobruary. I tlimk that was about the date, but I am 
not quite sure. 

625. And you did not get them until after that 
date? — No. 

626. At what time can the jieople in the offico begin 
to prepare those notices ? — They make no jn-eparation 
e.-ccept simjily to get them from the printers. 

627. When are the rate books ])repared by the 
office? — I do not know when tlio mte books aro pre- 
l>iU-ed by the office. 

628. Ei-om your experience of tlie working of the 
office, when would tlie office, be in a position to send to 
the jirintei's to have these notices jn-uited for the 
puipose of fnrnishmg them? — I could not give an 
answer to that question, that is for the office to say. 

629. Is thoi-e any reason why they shoidd not be in 


a position to send sufficient information to furnish the Jun. s. isuf. 

notices by the end of the montli of December at the 

time they strike the j-ates and make the asaes.sment? — Crofton. 

Mr, Taatfe will, doubtless, bo able to answer that ques- 
tion. I cannot. 

630. All you know is that you do not get any of 
the notices until some time in Febraary? — Since I liuve 
been in the office that has-been so. 

631. How soon after you have got the notices do you 
usually serve them? — Well, I at once set about per- 
forming the duty, I should tell you that it would be 
quite impossible for a collector to write out the whole 
of his notices, and serve tliem as well — to pi-epai-e- 
them, and serve them, and the consequence is that w-e 
have to employ clerks to assist us in the pi-eparation 
of these notices. 

633. What part of the notice have you to prepare ? 

— Well, each notice I sign, put in the an-ears, and see 
that the notice is a correct one for the house for which 
it is filled up. 

633. When you get the notices from the Collector- 
General’s office, are they ajiplicablo to a piu-ticular 
hou.se, or is it by the entries you put upon them that 
they are made applicable to each house? — They are 
jirintcd in several values. 

634. Well, that being so, there is no reason why 
the Collector-General should not hai'e numbei-s of 
those notices in stock, or get them by the fii-st of' 

Januai-y, and as far as you can see they might be 
printed off at any season of the yeai- ? — The rates and 
amounts of assessment are printed opposite the dilfcr- 
eut values. The diffei-out rates are put on the face of 
tlie notice, and the different values, and the different 
assessments, according to each value. 

635. Then, under those circumstances there is no 
reason why, at all events iiniuediately after the i-ate 
is struck, the Collector-Goneial shoidd not have the 
notices printed — is there ? — I see no reason wliy that 
should not be done. 

636. hlr. Pmpps. — If you had possession of the 
notices sooner, would you be able to proceed with the 
service of them, or would your duties in connexion 
with the rate-book impede you iu serving the uotiees. 

If you had them iu January would you be in a position 
to serve them, or would your other duties prevent 
your doing so? — My other duties would iiitei-fere — 
for .instance, the preparation of the ai-i-eai-., sheets, 
which is a matter entaUing a very considerable amount 
of trouble. 

637. That you do iu the montli of Jaiiuai-y ? — Yes. 

638. Then, I presume that, diu-Liig the mouth of 
January, and up to the time you get these notices, j’ou 
are engaged, as I uiidorstaud you, in the prejiaration 
of the an-eai- sheets, or at most collecting the aiTcars 
of pi-evious years — you canuot do more than that ? — 

I cannot do more than tliat, because even np to the 
present time the arrears are coining in. 

639. But sujiposmg you got your notices towards 
the middle of Febraary, about what time do you think 
it wouhl take you to ser\-e your two wards w-ith them 
— well, as a geuei-al rule? — Well, as J hiv^■e about 
4,500 ratings in my two w-ai-ds, f.o do the work care- 
fully it would take me four mouths — that is if I did 
the whole of the notices myself. 

640. But you told us just now that you had assist- 
ance? — Yes ; I obtain assistiuice, and with that assist- 
ance it would take mo, I should say, about tliioe 
months. 

641. The assistance you get is clerical, I presume ? 

— Yes ; the prelimiuaj-ies are put iu by my clerk ; he 
writes on the notices the name of the owner of the 
house, and so on, and I have to go throngli them 
afterwards, and sign them, and where there are am a' s 
due, I have to add on the amount of the arroais on 
each notice. 

642. Do you supply the clerical assistance youi-self? 

— Yes ; the clerical a.ssistance is siijiplied by ourselves, 

643. At your own expense? — Yes. 

644. Concuixcntly with the. service of the notices, 
vou are collecting also some {'ortions of that year’s 

H 
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rate 1 — Wliea I am serving part of a district, sudi I 
may mention as Rutland-square, many of tlie people 
will pay on the service of the notice, and send me a 
cheque. During this time we very often have a Poor 
Law election, at the end of Fe'oruary, in which we 
are engaged from seven to eight, or may be ten day.s. 

645. CiiAiaiiAS. — We will go into your othei- duties 
afterwards, but first I want to exhaust the list of youi’ 
duties in connexion with the collection of rates. As 
far as you can, consistently with the performance of 
the other duties you have to dischaige, when you got 
*he notices and serve them, you begin to make some 
of the collections? — Yes. 

646. Mr. Piiipps- — When yo\i arc serving the 

notices, whicli api)ear.s to take a considerable time, do 
you suspend the collection of arrears? — Yes; for we 
have no books. If we got our books 

647. Do you suspend your duty of collecting arrears ? 
— ncrtiiinly. We do not usually get the receipts 
before February or March. Any arrears paid in are 
paid in through the office. 

048. CiiAiRMAS. — Then, during the month of Jan- 
uaiy you do not collect arr&irs ? — No ; we have not 
onr liooks, with the receipts. 

640. The same thing api)lies to February? — Ccr 
tainly. 

650. Mr. Pitipps. — Can you explain the reason 
why you do not get the I'ecoipts? — I only take the 
matter as being customary. 

651. Would they be supplied if you required them? 
— Certainly ; if we required them. 

652. CiiAiKMAy. — During the time you are pre- 
paring the arrear sheets for the previous year, you 
suspend the collection of arrears ; and whatever arreai'S 
are paid during that period are paid into the office ? 
— Yes. 

653. What are the two wards in which you collect ? 
— The Rotunda and Inns-quay. 

654. What is the valuation of the Rotunda? — I 
don’t kuow. 

C5.5, What is the amount of the rates assessed for 
that ward last year? — I cannot say. 

656. I see that the valmition of the Rotunda Ward 
for the year 1876 was £13,287 10s., and for thelrms- 
quay Wal'd £36,200 for that year. Now, taking first 
of all the Rotunda Ward, what as a rule is the 
character of that ward, as regards the class of property 
in it. Is it a better ]>art of the city, or a woi-se part ? 
— It is a good part of the city most certainly, 

657. What is the per-centage you get for the col- 
lection of the rates tliere? — Tlie same as in the other 
ward — ‘i)sd. in the pound. 

658. In the other ward — the Inns-quay Ward — 
is the property of a good character there? — The pro- 
perty is very wretched in some portions, and in one 
part it is very troublesome. 

659. Can you tell us tlie amount, or do any of these 
documents show tlie amount — in the Rotundo Ward 
for instance — that you collected in eacli year, and the 
assossinent upon each year ? — Certainly, the books will 
show that. 

660. I am taking now this sheet for the year 1876, 
and in the Rotunda Ward for that year I see that the 
amount which was assessed upon it wa.s £15,900 2.?. Id, 
I find there was collected frem thatward — the Rotunda 
— in tliat year the sum of £14,850 10s. Id., but that 
of course included the arrears of ]>reviou8 years? — 
Yes. 

661. I take it that the amount of arrears collected 
each year is much about the same ; it is a matter 
that does not vary much? — Yes. 

GC2. I take it that you should liave collected in that 
ward £15,900 2s. Id., whereas the amount you 
actually obtained was £14,850 10s. 7</., which 
would show a difference of a little over £1,000. 
Can you give us any information as regards that sum 
of .£1,000 — as to what way it was made up. Can you 
inform u.s what jiortion of it arose by reason of tlie 
bouses being vacant? — I cannot. I could not now go 
into figures, because I am not prepared. I did not ex- 


pect I would be examined as to figures, and witlio^it 
reference to books I could not form an idea so as to 
answer your quc.stion. 

663. What would he about the per-centage of that 
£15,900 made up of vacant houses'? — I could not now 
say. 

GG4, Will you be able to get us those figures at 
some other time ? — Certainly. I had not the slightest 
idea of being examined on those mattere to-day. 

665. Now I will take the Inns-quay Ward, and I 
find that in that ward there was assessed in that year 
£16,293 la. 9</., and I find that the gross amount 
which wa.s collected from the Inns-cpiay Ward in that 
year was £13,911 16s. 9^d. Now, you have already 
told us that the Rotundo Wai'd is a prosperous part 
of your district, and that the Iims-quay is a wretched 
portion of it — leaving out the consideration of vacant 

houses, from which of course you could not collect 

what, d\niug the three years that you have been in 
office, do you think the causes are, and from what do 
they arise, for the deficiencies apart from vacant houses, 
as I said before ? — In a great nieiisme from insolvency ; 
and under that head I mean those people who really 
are not worth even summoning, on whom, in fact, the 
value of the cost of the summons would be thrown away, 
and thus a further waste of the rates incurred. Tlieve 
are people who are living in houses — tliere are some 
instances of men — I could instance one man named 
Murphy whom I got with very large arrears, and 
wliom I summoned. That ease was compromised by 
the office by taking a certain snni in satisfaction of the 
then claims. But since then, in the case of the same 
man, there are two years’ arrears — for the years 1875 
and 1876. Then again tliere are a great many poor 
houses in Mary’s-lane and Bull-lane. In the last men- 
tioned jilace I have never collected, nor have I even 
sen'ed the notices. It is one of the most wretched 
parts of the city, and in that locality the rates are 
irrecoverable. 

666. Now, take tlie Rotunda Ward — ai-e there many 
houses in that ward let to lodgers in such a way as 
that the rates would fall upon the immediate lessor 
according to the Act ? — There are portions of the waixl 
wliere that would be so, but very much less than in 
the Inns-quay Ward. There are not very many houses 
of that description. 

667. In your experience of tlie Rotunda Ward is 
there any substantial portion of the rates lost in tlie 
case of houses that are let that way in tenements where 
the immediate lessor is responsible? — Not many. 

668. Have you, in your experience, ever found tlie 
rates lost in tliat ward by reason of there being what 
Mr. Moylan has deserilied as sham landlords ? — Oh, 
yes ; thei-e are instances of tliat, no doubt, but not 
many of them. 

669- Could you say that any substantial portion of 
the rates has been lost from that cause 1 — In the Ro- 
tunda Ward no substantial portion. 

670. Have yon ever taken proceedings in that wai'd 
against sham landlords, and been defeated ? — Yes ; 1 
think the man Murphy, to whom 1 alluded just now, 
has two houses in that ward. 

071. Was that man Muiqihy, against whom you 
took proceedings, was he rated by reason of his being 
the iinracdiate lessor 01 ' the occupier? — By I'casoii of 
his being the immediate lessor. 

672. Were tlie houses lie had let in the lumds of 
pereons who had no goods ? — Yes ; they were simply 
let to lodgers from week to weeli;. 

673. H.ad they no class of goods? — Well, you can 
very well imagine what property a class of tenants 
paying from Is. to 2s. per week would possess. 

674. If you ]iad power of distraint on the premises 
themselves, could you have recovered those rates? — 1 
think it would have been very wrong to have recovered 
the rates from the owners of such goods as the tenants 
possess, and from teiiauts who usually pay thoir rent, 
in fact are made to pay it to the last farthing. 

675. But if you recovered the rates from thenitliey 
could deduct the amount so recoi-ercd from the laud- 
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I'cnt 1 — Not w-eekly tenants ; I <Io not think that 
weekly tenants could do that. 

07G. Don’t you thmk that in the case of weekly 
tenants if you distrained they co\ik! i-ecover from the 
landlord 1 — They nii^ht, thiough a process of law, hut 
liven so I do not see how we could get so large amounts 
from such people. 

U77. They need not recover by process of law, but 
l>v deducting the amount from the landlord 1 — I do not 
site how we could hope to get so much as, say £8 from 
such tenants. Their whole goods would not be worth 
that sum. 

678. In reference to that class of property, do you 
think that it would improve your position as regards 
it if it were in your power to serve notice on the i-oom- 
kccijcm to pay their rent to you — that legal payment 
rould not be made to the landlord until the rates were 

1 T do not know, from jny own experience, but 

I Ijclieve tliere is some such notice, at pi’esent existing. 
I belie^•e there is some such power, if I am not mis- 
taken. 

679. "Whetlier the power exists or not you never 
]nit it in force ? — I certainly no\ er ])ut it in force. 

680. Then, in the case of the Kotundo Ward, have 
there been any rates lost in that ward by reason of 
hills of sale and by reason of property in good substan- 
tial houses not belonging to the occupiers of the 
houses themselves? — Notin that ward. 

681. You have never experienced any loss of that 
kind there? — No; there is one instance which I can 
hardly call a bill of sale, because tliere was simply 
nothing in it for which a bill of sale could be given 
lii-operly. The house h:vs been held by a man-ied 
woman, and we cannot get at her husband in oixler to 
inalce him legally liable. 

682. Taking, for instance the llotunda Waixl, is 
there, as far a.s you are aware, any change that conld 
be made in the present system ofcollectirmii’ thatward, 
1 ) 1 ' in the law that wonkl make the I'ates in that ward 
moixi easily recoverable 1 — Not in that individual 
vunl. 

683. As I midei-stand from you, you conceive that 
there is no substantial loss in tlie llotunda Ward 
arising from sham landlords, and there is no sub- 
stantial loss arising from bills of sale? — Exactly so. 

GS4. Now, take the other ward — the Iniis-quay 
Ward — from what particular class of house lias a largo 
proportion of the loss in that ward arisen? — Princi- 
pally tho houses in a locality that I have already 
montionod, and in that locality there is a vei'y large 
]os.s — I refer to Mary’s-laiie. In that district the 
Louses aro of a very wretched character, in which it is 
imjiossible sometimes to aivive at discovering who is 
I'cally the owner. 1 had on a recent occasion — at 
the end of November — to summon a man, and I 
lucntion this case to furnish a specimen of how matters 
are managed tliere. I had summoned, as I thought, 
the occupiei' of tlie house ; tho man had occupied tho 
house in 1875, and I was informed by his daughter 
that he was the sole occupier. After serving the 
notice I summoned him, and he came forwiuxl and 
swore that lie had not been in the house for two years. 
On ])is daughter being asked how it was she had given 
the information she had funii.shod mo witli, she ad- 
mitted that she liad done so in order to secure his vote 
111 ! tlie list. That man was a weekly tenant. 

685. Are those houses rated under £8 or over £8 ? 
— That house was rated at £10. 

680. Who was resjionsible in the case of the houses 
viiu sjieak of on whiclithe rates were lost in Itlary’s- 
limo, the immediate lessor or the occupier? — The im- 
modiato lessor. 

687. As a rule then it is not the occujiier wlio is re- 
sponsible ? — No, as a rule the immediate lessor is I'e- 
s]ionsible. 

688. What means have yon of ascertaining who 
are the immediate lessors of tliose houses of whicli you 
sjicak? — Simply the word of whoever may be in the 
Louse. 

689. And, as far as I understand yon, you supply, 


from whatever incpiiries yon can make, to the Col- Jq». 3, isjs. 
lector-Geueral the materials for making nut the rate- .Iiunes 
book and putting the names upon it'? — Yes. The Ctofiou. 
rate-book, I sboukl mention, is a standing book with 
the names ali'eady in it. correct any mistakes wo 

may find in it, and make any alterations that may be 
necessary. 

690. Wlienyou serve notice of the rate on a parti- 
cular man and he does not object to it, can lie come 
forward afrerwards and dispute his liability to pay 
that rate?— I stated before, first on the notice being 
served on tho individual. Tliat is tho only time for 
objection, and proof must be furnished of the indi- 
vidual service of the notice. I did not say that the 
rate-book was pj-ima facie evidence. 

691. At all events this power exists, that if yon 
discover an error in the name yon got in the rate-book 
yon can bare it corrected ? — Certainly. 

092. There is also in your Act of Parliament power 
of serving a second notice ?— Yes. 

693. Have you had many instances of cases in 
which you have proceeded against the immediate 
lessora of houses, and found after you liad proceeded 
against them that they denied that they were the 
imm.ediate, lessors, or had anything to do witli the 
bouse ? — Yes, I had a recent case. 

694-. Have you in your experience had many in- 
stances in which tho iminedmte lessor alleged, after 
you took proceedings against him, that he was not the 
immediate lessor at all, and that he is in no rvay liable 
for the house which formed the subject of tlie jiro- 
ceedings? — Excci<t on a recent occasion I do notthinJj 
I have had any. 

695. Have you, after taking proceedings against 
immediate lessors for the recovery of the rate, and 
when you got your decree found it fruitless by reason 
of not being able to levy ? — I have ; but very often 
the money is lost after the decree is obtained, because 
frequently before the officers are able to execute the 
deei'cc the peojde have moved away. 

696. According to your exjierience has it often 
iiajipened to vou that having taken proceedings against 
a man, and having got your decree, you liavo not been 
able to recover the amount? — Very frequently I have 
not been able to recover one shilling. 

697. Can you tell us in about how many cases you 
took proceedings in the course of a year — one hundred 
cases'? — Yes, more than that. 

698. Two hundred cases? — Not quite so large a 
miniber as that. About L50 or 160 cases I should 


think. 

699. Were you successful in recovenng in the 
majority of those cases? — Yes; sncccssfui in getting 
decrees. 

700. But yon don’t know what becomes of the 
decree afterwards? — Oh, yes, we do. 

701. Vliether the money is recovered or not? — I 
must ascertain that in order to make up my books. 

702. Do you know whether in the majority of cases 
you are successful in getting the amounts ? — I should 
say that in the majority of cases we arc successful in 
getting tho amount. 

703. Do I undci-stand you to say tliat as re.ixard.s the 
greater number of the premises in respect of which you 
sustain loss of the rates, that they are places u'licTC you 
do not consider it worth while to take jirocoediiigs ? — 
Yes, wliich we ]mt on a list called tlio iusoiveiit list ; 
and in each case Mr. Taafl'e will go round to the jdace, 
and he will certify wliotlier or notour previous iufor- 
iii'rtion is correct or not. 

704. According to tlie experience you have gained 
of tliese two wards for tlie last two or tlii'cc years is 
there any suggestion you can make as to a mcans^ by 
which the rates could be more easilyrecovoied? — Well, 


as to the time I think I could. 

705. What do you say aliout thetime?— I tliink the 
jjracticc of allowing the rates to extend to the 31st of 
December is fatal to the proper collection of them. 

706. How do vou mean extending to the 31st of 
December?—! mean this— that because ^Gie greater 
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number of ratepayers .'ieo tliat tlieyJiave up to the 3 lst 
of December to jiay the rates tlicy put tlie collector off. 
Paiticularly is that the case in the poorer portions of 
the flistricts among .shopkeepers and j>ersons of tliat 
description. As long as they possibly can, and as often 
as they possibly can, they have the use of the capital, 
and literally make the amount of the rates out of the 
use of them for so long a period. 

707. Is there anything to prevent you taking pro- 
ceedings again.st persons who won’t pay you the rates 
before the 31, st of December? — It has never been 
done. 

708. The rates are due prior to that time? — They 

709. How long before that time? — The first instal- 
ment is due on the 1st of J anuary, and practically the 
first instalment is taken up to the 1st of June fol- 
lowing. 

710. As I understand it, by the way in which the 
rates are struck the first instfJinent is payable on the 
1st of January, but if the instalment be not paid 
rvithin that quarter you can recover tlie entire rate ; is 
not that so? — Yes, certainly. 

711. And you can refuse to take less than the entire 
year?— Yes. 

712. Under those circumstances the ratepayers have 
not up till the 31st of Decembei’ assuming you exer- 
cised the jjoweis you jjossessed ? — Thciu is some diffi- 
culty with regard to exercising those powers, and 
es]>ccially with the wealthy part of the peoj>ie. 

713. But you gave as area.son for aninefficientcol- 
lection that the time was too long. Does not that rest 
with youraclves ? The collectors could take- proceed- 
ings earlier if they liked ? — It would he for tlie public 
interest if the ratepayers were obliged to pay by the 
-31st of October, so that the officers would have No- 
\ ember to square up their accounts, and to summon 
those who did not pay nj) to that time. If that course 
was followed, in my opinion, there would be a much 
bolter collection of the rates. 

714. Is it under any rule of the office that proceed- 
ings are not taken niitil the 31st of Decenil.ier, or is 
it by a kind of tacit prsictice? — It is by practice. 

715. And you are of opinion that it would be better 
if that ]iracticG were changed? — Yes. 

716. Mr. Phipps. — W ith regai’d to the issuing of 
summonses — do you use cliscietion in the case of sum- 
moning a r.atp.payer ? — Certainly. 

717. Where you see there is no jirospect of obtain- 
ing payment otherwise? — Yes. 

718. But ill the case of there being no prospect of 
]>aymoiit at all, you do not go to the expense of the cost 
of the summons ? — Yes. I may mention, by way of 
(explanation, that if a shopkeeper, for instance, who 
has hitherto paid the rate.s regularly witliin the year 
says — “ I will pay you on a certain day,” I think we 
are bound to respect such an aiTangement as tliat, I 
think it would be harsh to summon a man who had 
regularly paid his rates hitherto ; and in such cases, I 
think it is only just to allow tlie payment to extend 
from year to year, ily practice, liowever, has been, 
tliat where I once was deceived by a man, I never gave 
him the opportunity of deceiving me again, because 
when the rates again became due, I summoned for 
them if they were not paid within the allotted time. 

719. But, where you see no chance of recovering, 
•you do not exjiond the cost of the summons? — Cer- 
tainly not ; I call a ease like that an insolvent case. 

720. Do yon think it would increase the levy of the 
rates in your districts if you hiul power to distraiu the 
goods of any person upon the iireraises, no matter to 
whom they belonged, whether the person assessed or 
a stranger? — There is no doubt it would give us mncli 
greater )>owei-, and increase the facilities for the col- 
lection, I am cei'tain, 

721. You have already told us that you have not 

lost much hy vii-tue of not being able to distraiu? 

Not in the Rotunda Ward. 

722. In the other -ward have you? — In the otlicr 
wai'd there has been a considerable loss. 


723. By reason of not being able to distrain? In 

deed I don't know -whether even distraining would 
bring us anything thei'e. 

724. Do you think it would be a good thing forthe 
rates if they were to be a continuing charge on the 
premises, so that the incoming tenant would be liable! 
— Yes, because the landlords would find it to their 
intci'Cst to see the rates paid. 

725. You have told us your duties in connexion 
with the collection of rates, and you say you are not 
able to give your entire time to that, becanso you have 
other duties. What other duties have you to peifoim 
besides the collection of the rates ? I may commence 
with the aiTCars, I suppose? — Yes. 

726. But I look upon that as comiected with tlio 
rates — but I moan duties outside tliose imposed on 

you by the Collector-Ceneral’s Act of Parliament? 

In the early part of the yciu- in February, there are tlio 
2 >oor law elections, in which we me engaged, as we ajxi 
obliged to attend, and mark tliose who liad jiaid their 
rates before the 31st of December — all the people en- 
titled to vote, proxy lioldere, lated occupiers, and 

727. Where do you attend for that ^uii'iiose ? At 

the unions. 

728. As I understand, you do not make out any of 
the sheets yourselves? — No ; we siiiqdy mark them, 

729. You attend with your books and the docu- 
ments which ai'G jirovided by the Clerks of the Unions 
you mark? — Yesj we mark -whotlier the rates were 
jiaid, or were due on the 31st of December. 

730. That is all you have to do in relation to the 
Poor Law elections? — Yes, but I should tell you that 
we first go on the day of nomination to ascerfiiiu whe- 
ther the candidates are or are not competent to stand. 

731. Then you have no wiitiug — you have simply 
to mark the payments? — Simply to mai-k tlie pay- 
ments, and also the instances iu which payment is due, 
on the lists snp^ilied to ns. 

732. Whether that duty is properly discliai-ged or 

not depends entirely on the officer who attends? 

Yes. 

733. There can be no change in connexion with 
that ? — No ; I think not. 

734. What is the next extra duty you have to per- 
form ? — ^Tlie Parlianientary I'ctere list. 

735. I presume tlie duty to wliicli you -just refeiTCd 
in connexion with the Poor Law, only takes place iu 
the case of a contested election? — Yes. 

736. But except in tlie case of a contested election, 
you are not required further ? — Yes ; but of course ive 
have to attend on the day of nomination. 

737. Assumingthattherewa.s no contested election, 
what time would be occupied in the performance of 
that duty 1 — About ten or twelve days j we are paid 
1 ()5. C(h a day for oiu' services, so that the amoiuit jiaid 
by each imion as remuneration, will show the number 
of days wo are engaged at each jieriod. 

738. What ai'e your duties with reference to the 
Parliamentary voters list? — We have simply to niai'k 
the list “ jiaid” or “ due.” 

739. Have youauytliiiig to do with the preparation 
of tlie sheets ? — No ; not with the proiiaiution of the 
sheets, but wc have to attend at tlie Court during the 
revision of the lists for our wards, 

740. Who is it that jirepares the list on which you 
mark what is jiaid and what is due ? — I cannot say ; 
Mr. Tanffe will tell you. 

741. Is it jirepared in your office? — Yes. 

742. You have nothing to do with it? — No. 

743. Is tlio other list — I mean the one for each of 
the Poor Law Unions — jirepai-ed in the Colloctor- 
Guneral’s office ? — No ; they are prepared by the 
officers of tho resiiective unions. 

744. Now, how much of your time as collector is 
taken up with Parliamentary business ? — That simply 
dejieuds on the amount of litigation that takes place 
iu the Revision Court. 

745. Wo all know how long the Prevision Coiut 
sits; is your work confined to the sittings of the 
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I’evisioa Conrt^ — By no means. Tlie marked li.ste 
are <»eaerally prepai-ed by us at night — that is over- 
time and over-work, for wJricli we do not get any 
umiuiicratiou. 

746. Well, as far as tliat is concerned, tliat has been 
tlm law for a great many years ? — There is a provision 
iiiado for ]>ayment, but not to the collectors, and they 
have a heavy duty to discharge, 

747. But as you are doubtless aware there has been 
no change in the law since 1874, so that you were 
aware it may be prestuued, what your duties were at 
tlic time vou undertook and commenced to discharge 
-tlicm. What other duties luxve you to discharge? — 
Then there is the preparation of the jury lists. 

748. Do you prepare those lists? — We do not wiite 
those lists. Tliey are prepared in our office by Mr. 
TaafFe. 

749. Well, what is your duty? — Our duty is the 
revision of those lists and the suj)plying of mfor- 
jtmtion for them. We sec that all tire dead men are 
n'liiovcd, and add all tlie new names with particulars 
of their age and oecu2>ation. We make a return to 
Mr. Taaffe of the alterations of all the new names, with 
the name, age, and i>rofcssion of each, the preparation 
of which is often a very troublesome duty to irerfornr 
after our attendance during tlic three weeks of the 
sitting of the Cour-t. 

"SO. When are you required to he present iir con- 
irexioii with tho raiiiameirtary list ? — The collectors 
are only requh'cd to be present during the r'evision of 
then' res])cctive wards. 

731. How long does it take you to collect the neces- 
sary information for tliat list ? — It goes on during the 
whole year. 

752. Yorr ai-e collecting the iiiformatiorr during tire 
wliole year? — Certainly. 

753. In collecting that information, you are discliarg- 
iugtiiat duty while you ai'e collectiirg the rates ? — Yes ; 
if a man wants to facilitate himself, he wOl collect the 
infoniiation ■'vhenever he can. 

To4- Mr. Brooks. — T he whole of the collcctor-s are 
not obliged to attend sinrultaireously at tire Bevision 
Cciiiitb ? — No ; only during the revisioir of their own 
wanls. 

755. So that there is not more than one attending 
in rach court ? — There is one oir the south side. 

756. But there iu'e not more tliaii two engaged thus 
at any one time ? — No ; unless there hapqrens to he a 
sjiccial case, iir which a imin is sent for to give infor- 
mation. 

757. The CHAniMAN. — Is there any other duty per- 
fovmcd by you? — We have tlie Mimicipal lists to 
iiiiuk and see that the voters have piaid up to tho 31st 
of August. 

758. By whom are those lists prepiared? — They are 
preiiared, I believe, by the Town Clerk. 

759. They ai-e not preiiared by the colleotoi-s? — ■ 
No. 

760. Then your duty is simply to mark the lists? 
— Yus; but the marking of those lists occurs at a 
very busy time of tlie year, in A,ugust, We have all 
flic cxtni duties to perform at night, beyond doing all 
the ordinary dutie.s in what we may call overtime and 
overwoik. 

701. As regards generally, your department, in 
so far as the collection of rate.s is concerned, has your 
experience, during the last three yearn, led you to sug- 
gest any changes in any portion of the system so as to 
make it more efficient, in addition to what you have 
told us already about, tlie system of collection 
gcuei iillj' ? — The serving of the notices is a very im- 
poitaiit point, as I have already stated. Sometimes 
It would he four or five months before the notices 
would be sei-ved. During tliat time a pereon may 
have boon in occupation and have left, and unles.s you 
have served the notice uiion him there is no liability, 
and you could not recover unless you served him with 
the notice. I think if on the 1st of Jiuiuary, hi the 
Cuvernment Gazette, a man was made liable for the 
lutes by tlie Gazette, stating the rates and making 


those jieople liable who were then resident, it would Jan. z, i87S. 
have H beneficial result. 

7G2, You think tiie individual service of notices Crofton. 
oil each house is a thing that might he remedied? 

— Yes, and I would have a certificate of valuation 
(which would last until tho value was altered) served 
on each house from the Yaluation Oflicc, stating the 
value, and I would then oblige each jiersou coming 
into occupation to make a return to the Collector- 
Geneial, uudei' some small penalty, for lirndloixl or 
tenant, .stating tliat they went into occupation on a 
cerfain day. Such a plan would make the Collector- 
Geneml’s books aiuiust i>erfect, because each man 
would tlieu rate himself. 

'iC3. Don’t you think such a jilaii would ratliei- 
tend to make the hooks uiiperfect, if a man was called 
upon to rate, himself, because many would not do so ? 

— But if they were made to rate themselves, under a 
small jienalty, we would have a hotter cliance of mak- 
iug the collection. If you im^iosed that duty on tho 
landlord, as well as the tenant, it would be for the 
landlord’s interest to see the house jiropeiiy rated. 

7G4. But then if that was done would you take 
away the duty of the Collector of Rates, in looking 
after and seeing who occupies iiremises, and in 
making returns in reference to them? — I would put 
that duty on the individual, because in the Revision 
Courts there has been a great outciy about the collectoi's 
not putting the pi-oper men upon the late books. If 
only the occiqher was obliged to rate himself, it would 
thou take the onus off the collector altogether. 

7C5. Do I understand you to suggest tho transfer 
of tlie duty, wliicli now rests on the collector, to ascer- 
tain who the proper person is? — I regret having 
mentioned the matter at all, I will not say anything 
more about it. 

76G. Mr, Brooks. — Do I understand you to say, 
that you have never served notices in Bull-lane? — 

Certainly ; I never have been there. I have passed 
by each end of that thoreughfare, but never through it. 

767. You have not made any demand for rates 
fiom the owuei-s or occupiers of the lioreses in tliat 
street? — No. 

768. We wish to know your reasons for not apply- 
ing ? — Certainly, as you have been in tire locality iirob- 
ably, you would know tJie reasons better than I could. 

My reason for not applying is, because the locality is 
really one of such had repute, that, unless I had the 
jirotectiou of a couple of police officers, I would not 
go into it. 

769. Have you ever been threatened? — I have 
never tried whether tire jieoido in that lane would 
threaten me, for I have never ventured into the 
tlioi-oughfare. I believe tlie whole of that locality is 
in the hands of persons named Keogh, wlio are, I 
believe, house jobbers. As the houses there are occu- 
pied by bad characters I left the notices with the 
Keoghs, and I was defeated on a technical point — 
because I had not served tire notices at the houses. 

770. And you did not serve the notices at the houses 
because the locality is one of bad repute? — Yes; as I 
said before, I would not enter that lane unless I had 
a couple of police officers with me for protection. 

771. Do you not at tlie present time see tire jilace 
watched at both ends by policemen? — Yes. I do not 
know whether I would be permitted with some £70 
or £80 in my pocket to transact business without 
molestation, and I think if I went into the place at all 
those who are my securities would be very cliaiy of 
occupying tho jiositiou of securil.ies for me for very 
long. I would not be safe tliere with such lUi 
amount of money on my person. 

772. Do you know if the houses in that lane have 
been visited by the Collcctor-Geueial orhir. Tnaflui — 

I don’t know, I have brought the matter under the 
notice of the Oollectoi-Gcueral, who directed the 
amount of the i-ates of that locality to be wiitteii ofl as 
iiTGCoverablo after I brought tlie case under liis notice. 

(The Commissionei-s then adjourned until the follow- 
ing morniug.) 
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773. Cn.UKMAN, — In tho coarse of the examination 
of the Oolleetor-General and another ^vitnes.s, Jlr. 
Crofton, on yesterday, certain documents were asked 
for. The Secretary of the Commission took a note of 
tliem, and Mr. Moylau was informed that a i'C(|uisition 
would be sent to the Collector-General’s office for them. 
I will state what the documents were. The first docu- 
ment asked for was a ret\;rn sliowing the amount of 
money lodged in respect of mte-s by the public direct 
in the Collector-General’s office, and not through the 
collectors during the years 1876 and 1877. We are 
aware that this can bo given without difficulty. 
Secondly, a return of the rates collected through the 
department. Thirdly, we l equii'e the annual returns 
made to the Collector-General by the collectors in 
December, 1876, in respect of arrears for the year, 
Tlicsc documents, I believe, were subsequently called 
the arrear sheets. Have these been brought down 
to-day ? 

Mr. Taafe . — They have not yet. 

774. CiiMKMAN. — Send for them at once. They 
will be required, and also the return for the pi'evious 
year, 1875. The next document i-equired, number 
four, is a return of the vacant houses for each year, 
from 1870 to 1876, both inclusive, showing the 
amount of rates remitted on that account 1 — I do not 
know whether that return can be easily got, but it is 
absolutely essential for our purpose that we should 
have it whether it takes time or not. Fifthly, we 
I'cquirc a return of the amount remitted on account 
of insolvency for the same years. Sixth, n statement 
of other remissions, abatements, and e.xemptions for 
the same years. Wo require also the ward ledgei'S 
for 1SG8 and 1869. We require also the schedule 
attached to the audit account of 1870 together with 
tho account itself? 

Mr. Tewffe . — They are in the hands of the Eeceivei’ 
Master ; he has always kept them. Tlicy are not re- 
turned to us. 

775. CiiAmMAX. — Have you no copies? 

Mr. Taaffa. — No, wc have not. 

776. CiiAiiiMAN. — They possibly can be gotfromthe 
Receiver Master. Tho next document we require is a 
statement of the arreai-s worked out from the office 
books from 1870 to tho present time. It will be j>os- 
sible to get that. Then a copy of the application made 
to the Lord Lieutenant in 1875 for an increase of tho 
office staff, and the reply received from the Government 
thereto. Have those documents been brought down ? 

Mr. Tacffe.—Yaa. 

777. CiiAiuMAN. — AVe also require a return of the 
amount reco^•orcd by proceedings of tlic wan-aut officer 
in 1875 and 1876 ; also a return of the actual amount of 
l•eImInerat^ou fortbc collection of rates earned by tho 
collectors in each of tlicse years 1875 and 1876. I 
understand wc arc in a position at present to have only 
two of these — the ward ledgers and letteiTS. .Be kind 
c’lioiigh to let us see the Icttei-s. AVc will read them 
as jioi'tioii of the evidence. 

Mr. Moylan, Collcctor-Geuoral, — I was a.sked during 
tho jirogrcss of niy examination to produce the form 
that I got from the cash olficc in the Bank (hands in 
document). 

778. OnAiRMAN.— This, I umlerstancl, is the form 
wliich you receive from the Bank of Ireland each day 1 
— Yes. 

779. This represents all the lodgments made on that 
ilay by tho collectors as well as from your office ? — No. 

780. “ Received from the Collector-General of Rates 
and Taxes .£454 17s. 5d.” This is a lodgment docket? 


781. AVhose were the hands that lodged that money 
in the Bank ? — It was received fi-oni various people, 

782. But who lodged it? — Mr. Lambart. 

783. This money represents merely the office casli? 

— Yes; I also )5roducc a copy of the Rathmines Act 
which I was asked for, ’ 

784. Mr, Brooks. — D o your colleotoi's get similai- 
receijrts from the Bank when they make lodgments 1— 
They do. 

78-5. Have yon got any of these? 

Mr. Tauffe . — TJiey are exactly the same. 

786. Mr, Brooks (to Collector-Genm-al). — Theuvou- 
and your collectoi-s get a similar receipt ? — Yes. 

787. Chairman, — T he amount received by yom- 
collectors is not lodged in one sum, but the sepai-atc 
collection of each collector is by him deposited in the 
Bank ? — Each collector lodges his own money each 
day. 

788. And obtains a receipt? — Yes. 

789. And the bank receipt is his voucher? — Yes. 

790. Have you any other means of ascertaining the 
amount lodged by tlie collcctor.»^ except that Bank 
receipt? — These Bank receipts ai-e checked with tlie 
receipts which are issued. They must cmTospoiid. 
I'hey will show the amount of money for wliicli the 
i'ecei[its were issued, and that it was lodged in the 
Bank. 

791. The collector having a certain number of re- 
ceipts given to him he exhibits these and tlio vnuclier 
from tire Bank? — Yes ; on Monday mornings he must 
account for the receipts he got, and that he lodged the 
money in the Bank. 

792. Mr. Phipps. — Y on get your information fiom 
the Bank pass-book as regai-ds the lodgments made by 
tlie collectors in the Bank? — It is com25arcxl e\eiy 
Monday. 

793. Chairman. — W lien doyou know first that the 
collector has deposited a sum of money ? — He produces 
the bank receipt for it. 

794. Tire office ha.s no record of the amount the 
collector is about to pay in? — No. 

795. You are in fact, not aware of it yomself until 
ho has lUiwle the lodgment ? — No. 

796. The collector does not pay the money to the 
Collectoi’-General. Tho collector pays it direct into 
bank himself ? — He does. 

797. These receipts are the ordinary dockets given 
by the bank to persons who lodge money ? — Yes. 

798. I want to see the book in which this sum of 
.£445 17s. 5rf., for which the bank receipt was pro- 
duced, appe.ars — a book wliich ought to bo kept by 
the cash-clerk? — He. keeps a memorandum book. Do 
you know the book, Mr, Taaffe? 

Mr. Tua^e . — Of course I do. 

799. Chairman. — M y question was not addressed 
to the mei'e fact of getting a receipt for the gross sum, 
but whether there were entries made in the office of 
tlie items making up tliat amount. As I understood, 
you stilted yestoixlay you did not know there was any 
such book kept by the ca.sh-cler-k at all, and tiiat tlie 
only thing he sent up were receipts which were after- 
wai'ds posted ? — The collector gets the receipts which 
are afterwards compared with the vouelier from the 
bank, as to the lodgment. 

800. But your evidence is that the receiving clerk 
keeps no cash account from day to day at all ?— He 
keeps a memorancluin. Ho keejis no cash in hands. 

8()1. This is tlie Rathmines Act, which you state 
gives the Rathmines Commissioners certain po'vois 
which you in the Collector-General’s office have not 
got ? — Quite so. This was a matter which nuderwent 
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-I vDi'y strict iiivestigafcioE by the Local Government 
Boaril as you will see from the coiTespoudeiice which 
I Hi'oduce. 

802. Tills appears to be a coi-respondeiioe whicli 
nassed between the Colleetor-Generars ofliee and tli<i 
Local Government Board in 1873 in reference to the 
collection of poor rates 1 — Yes. That emlniiced the 
whole thing. 

803. You tender this to show us the result of certain 
investigations made by that Board 1 — Exactly. 

801. Here is a letter bearing date the 16th Septeni- 
Ijer 18”5i to Mr. Burke, the Under Secretaiy, by JIv. 
jHovlan, the Collector-General of Bates. The letter is 
a.s follows : — 

“ Cullector-Gciicral’s Ollice, 43, Fleet-street, 

“ IGth September, 1875. 

.. Stii — I beg to forward llc^c^vith a letter i have received from 
Mr. if. j. a junior clerk in this department, enclosing a 

inediciil oeriilicate from Dr. Cruise, recommending that Mr. Dnff>' 
shall get six months’ leave of absence. Should this lengthened 
leave be granted, I ivouid rer[uire an additional cleric, as my olEcial 
stflil is vci-y small, and the business of the department is annually 
incrcasing.’ Under all circumstances I would prefer a permanent 
ania'iutment, .as in cases of illness a temporary assistant could not, 
Jill, safeti’, be put to dopartmontal duty, which must be performed 
from (lay to day. 

*' I liavo tbe honour to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

“ Diixis Movlan, 

“ Collector -General. 


•a T. H. BUIIKK, EsC).” 


The following is th(5 reply : — 

'* Dublin Castle. 24th September, 1875. 

•; Sii,^ Heferring to your letter of the 10th inst., and to tho last 

carngTiinh of my reply thereto of the 20tli inst., 1 am directed by 
tiiel.ord bieutenant to inform you that His Grace, as at present 
advised does not consider it o-xpedient to appoint a permanent 
additional ilcrk to your office in consequence of tho temporary 
al)sciieo of a member of tho permanent staff, and trusts that you 
will be aUo to find a fit and proper substitute wlio would perform 
Mr. Duffy s work during his absence. 

“ I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

“T. II. BunuE. 

“Tlic Collector-General of Kates, 43, Fleet-street." 

805. It is evident fiom the reply that there must be 
some intervening correspondence, Jlr. Moylan. This 
does not represent tlie entire correspondence ^ — I think 
so. 

80G. Reference is made there to a letter which was 
written by Mr. Burke on the “20th instant”? — I will 
let you have it. 

807. \Ve shall have the coiTespondence ui evidence 
as far as it goes. 

Mr. 'fmffa . — The letter to which Mr. Burke refers 
there merely granted the leave to Jfr. Duffy. 

808. Is that letter in the office ? 

j\Ir. It Is. 

800. Let us liave it. Is this the only correspon- 
dence you ever ha<l with the Government during the 
piTioil of your office a.s Collector-General requii-ing 
ailditiona! help in the office ? — It is. 

810. Don’t you observe in your letter that you 
were not asking for an aelditional permanent clerk, but 
you were merely asking that you should liave an 
additional clerk duiing a period of sb: months? — I 
should liave liked the appointment to be permanent, as 
tliere might be other sickness afterwards, and an ad- 
ditional clerk would hai'e been desirable. There were 
eoiistantly gentlemen in the office absent on medical 
certificates. 

811, I would not consider this was a representation 
to tlic Government that the .staff in its ordinary state 
when every person was in health and at work, was 
iusuflicient for the duties? — I think that is implied. 
The letters ou that point must speak for themselves. 

812, Any of these documents belonging to the 
Collector -Gonei-ars office after being read and trans- 
evilied on the minutes will lie returned. Is there 
anything further you wish to arid, Mr, Moylan, to 
what you stated yesterday ? — I think not. 

813. Ml'. Phipps. — The Commissioners would like 
to have the following information ; — Tho amount of the 
assessments for the year 1877 ; tho cash received in 
1877 on account of that assessment; the cash re- 


ceived in 1877 ou account of the assessment of 187G ; Jan. 4, iS7s. 
and the cash received in 1877 on account of the as- 
sessmeiit in 1875? — There wdll be no difficulty at all ' ' 

about it. 

814. And wc will also require to inspect your bank 
pass-book for 1876 ? — There will be no difficulty about 
the bank pass-book.s, certainly not. 

815. We want the bank pass-books for the wliole 
year, showing the balance to the credit of the Col- 
lector-General on the 31st December, 1876? — The 
bank book was written up by the Accountant-General 
in the bank before lie sent the statement to Master 
Fitzgibbon. 

816. ilr. IT. Murray. — D o you have your bank 
pass-book only sent to you once in the year ? — That is 
all, written up in that way. 

817. Ml', Phipps. — W e require the book of the 
entire year, allowing your bahuice at the end of De- 
cember, 1876? — Yes. 

818. Chairman'. — L et us see a specimen of a ward 
ledger kept by Mr. Staunton. Take, for insriince, one 
of 1868 ? [A -ward ledger produced.] 

819. This book wliich yqu have shown us is a ward 
lodger for the Iniis-quay Ward during tho years 1867, 

1868, and 1869. We understand that this is the form 
of ledger kept in Mr. Staunton’s time. The first column 
inirjiorts to give an account of the arrears. It actually 
does set out the premises on which arrears are due, and 
that is so from the beginning of the book to the end. 

This is only one ward ledger. Are you aware whether 
the other ward ledgers are kept in the same way as 
this 1 — I am not. I never saw them before. 

820. Are you aware tJiat Mr. Staunton’s books 
diffei'sd in a most material way from youi-s, inasmuch 
as they showed the arrears due on houses, which yours 
do not? — I was not aware of it. 

821. What examination did you personally give to 
the books and system of accounts in the office at the 
time you went there ? — I gave directions to sti-ictly 
carry out what was clone in Mr. Staunton’s time. 

822. To whom did you give these directions ? — To 
5Ir. Hanlon. 

823. Was Mr. Hanlon your chief clerk? — He was 
senioi' clerk. 

824. Were you informed by him that the books were 
carried on in the same way as in Jlr. Staunton’s time ? 

— Yes. All the information I got on inquiry led to 
that result. 

825. When you took over the office from Mr. Staun- 
ton did you ever personally examino the books kept by 
Mr. Staunton? — I did not. 

826. Did you not consider it part of your duty ou 
takmg over an important public office to make your- 
self acquainted -witli the manner in which the books 
were kept ? — They were not kept in the same way as 
in a mei'chant’s office. 

827. Were you aware that Mr. Staunton kept ward 
ledgei-s ■? — I knew that he kept ledgers, 

828. Were you also aware that tlie ledgers he ke]>t 
were in precisely the same form as this ledger pro- 
duced ? — I believe so. 

829. Did you never look into his ledgers to see 
what entries he made ? — I did not. 

830. And until this Commission sat you were not 
aware whether the arreai-s appeared in your own books 
or not ? — I was anxious that they should appear-, and 
I gave directions that they should appear. One waixl 
was made out so. Arran-quay warcl was made out by 
Mr. Perry and his assistants. 

831. When did you become anxious that the arrears 
should appear? — Well, my attention was drawn to 
it by Mr. John Byrne, who came in to pay some 
rates. 

832. Wliat year was that in ? Was it two or three 
ycai-s ago ? — It is more than two years. 

833. '' How long were you in office before this gcntlc- 
Ijli'. John Byrne — called your attention to this? 

—Four years. 

834. And until he called attention to it you were 
not aware that no arreais of any kind appeared in your 
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books ? — I thought that everything was carried on the 
same way as in Mr. Staunton’s time. 

835. And you then became aware for the first time 
tliat tilings wei-e not carried on in the same way as in 
Mr. Staunton’s time? — I gave dh'ectious to have it 
done. 

836. I'o whom did you give these directions? — To 
Mr. PeiTy, one of the accountants. 

837. Is he in the olfice still? — He is. 

838. What did he say ? — He said that lie would make 
it out. It appeai'cd pressure of business prevented it 
being carried out. 

839. Did you make further inquiries about it? — 
T really thought all through that it was done, until I 
ascertained it lately. 

810. You thought when you gave the instructions 
to have the an-ears made out, that they had been 
made out, until you lately ascertained to the contrary ? 
— Yes ; the ]n‘essure of business compelled Mr. TaalTe 
to put the ollicers to other duties. 

841. Did Ml'. TaalTe reiiort to you that the officers 
were put to other duties, and that your instructions 
as regarded the aiTears could not he wirried out ? — 
Mr. ’TaalTe represented the other duties Avere pressing. 

842. Did you consider that one of tlie most im- 
portant things in connexion Avitli your department 
was to have correct accounts Avhich could he shown to 
the auditor or the public at any time 1 — Of coui'Se. 

843. You considered it of importance to have the 
accounts kept accurately? — Well, I looked on the old 
airears as utterly valueless. 

844. Do you still consider the old an'eare utterly 
valueless? — No ; some were coming in. 

845. Can you give no further explanation of any 
kind as to Avhy the system adopted in Mr. Wtaniitoii’s 
time Avas given uj), and why Avlien you attempted to 
i-cmcdy it, at tlie suggestion of Mr. John Byme, it 
Avas confined to a single Avard, and a single year ? — T 
cannot give any further explanation. iTr. J. Byi-ne 
had his property in Trinity Ward, and he came in to 
pay some rates. 

84G. Mr. BniPPS. — Was he a member of vour staff? 
—No. 

847. A gentleman who had come in merely as a 
ratepayer ?— Yes. 

848. Mr. Bnooics. — Mi'. John Bynie Aidio liad been 
a meinhcr of the Corporation of Dublin, and wlio is 
tlio present clerk in tlie South Dublin Union? — 
Yes. 

849. BIr. Murray. — Who Avas your chief clerk 
Avlion you gave the directions? — Mr. Taalfe. 

850. WJiy did you give the directions to Mi'. Perry 
instead of to Mr. Taaffe? — He Avas a chief otliccr also. 

851. Mr. TaafFc Avas senior in the office — Avas he 
not? — Yes ; but I thought it right to liaA-e the assist- 
ance of another competent officer also. 

852. Did yon give Mr. Taaffe directioii.s on the 
subject also? — I did ; I communicated Avith him. 

8.53. Was hir. Taaffe aware of tlio directions you 
gave to Mr. Pony?— Ye.s ; he Avas. 

854. You told Jlr. Taaffe yourself? — Yes, and a 
gentleman who Avas brought in temporarily, Jlr. Ray, 
an assistant, 

855. What is the system in your office. Do you 
give directions to any of the clerks of aiij'thing you 
Avisli to do? — Yes, to Mr, Taaffe, 

856. Do you hold Mr, Taaffe responsible to see 
your directions earned out? — Yes, 

857. Was Mr. Taaffe rcsponsiljle for liaving this 
matter as to the arream cai-vied out? — I looked on 
Mr, Peny as an iiiipoi-tiiiit officer. 

858. What Avere the other duties so jivessing in 
1875, as to prevent Mr. Pen-y from carrying out the 
business you gave him ? — The general business of the 
office. 

859. What Avere tlie specLal duties so presshig ? — 
JCeeping the hoolis Avritten up, pay slieets, &c. 


860. Were they the ordinary duties of the office?— 
Ordinaiy duties. 

861. Mr. Phipps, — W hat is the practice in gmntiuo^ 
allowances iu respect of nou-occupation. Sujipose you 
receive an application for a certificate of uon-occupation 
and that you are to make an allowance out of tlie 
assessment, Avliat is the jiractice — do you conijifu'o the 
statement made tr. you Avith tlie ratcBook in each 
particular case? — When a declaration comes to nie 
I refer it to the collector, to report and see if ft is 
coiTect. 

862. It is not your practice to refer to your rate- 
book and see the position of the rateiiaycr? ItistJip 

collector’s duty. 

803. You never verify it in any Avay by the liooks 
in tJie office? — The collector docs it. 

864. Mr. Brooks. — Have yon as Colleetor-Goiicial 
been afforded an opportunity of recommeucling clerks 
for the office ? — I never have ; I Avould not tidce the 
responsibility of appointing a clerk fearing lie Avould 
not tuni out Avell. I recommended JIv. Ray for some 
ap 2 >ointmeut, and it was not attended to. 

865. Are your clerks subjected to any competitive 
examination before they go to yoiir office ? — No • but 
I think it A^ery desirable the njipoiutmonts should lie 
by compietitive examinations. 

866. Wlience do you derive your clerks— where do 
they come frem? — The Lord Lieutenant sends me notice 
that so and so has been apjiointed to a vacancy, and 
the pereon appointed is then put on probation for a 
certain time. Formerly the time Avas three inoutlis'. 
nOAv it is extended to six months, AA-hich I consider foi' 
collectoi's quite too short. 

867. Have youths been appointed avIio have not 
been in ^u'evious employments or trained to jireA-icms 
occupations? — I tliink not. 

868. Is tlicro any test examination ? — I caniiut tell 
Avhat test they submit them to, but then of course vou 
can test them during the period of probation to see 
Avhethcr tliey go on correctly or not. I had occasion 
to suspend a gentleman lately. 

869. Cii.AiRJiAX. — I believe the only thing youliave 
to do in reference to the appointment of the clerks is 
during this jieriod of jivobiition ; they cannot be ap- 
pointed to the office unless you give a certificate tliat 
you are satisfied as to tlicir fitness ? — I give a certificate 
after probation thn.t they have given satisfaction. 

870. That is required before they can be ajv 
pointed, for the Act of Parliament provides that no- 
appointment shall ha made unless the Collector-Gcnei'al 
shall certify under liis hand to the Lord Lieutenant as 
to the fitness of such person for tlie office? — I certify 
tliat he has gone on favourably. 

871. And the probation period is established to 

enable you to judge of the fitness of the man? Yes; 

but the time is short. 

872. Mr. H. Murray. — Do you certify iu the 
terms of the Act of Parliament; the Act says 
“The Collectov-Geueral .shall certify under his baud 
to tho Lord Lieutenant the fitness of such jiei'soii 
to discharge the duties of his office” — do vou 
cei'tify to the Loixl Lieutenant iu tho terms of tiiat 
section? — I avo-s not aware of that section. I'lio docu- 
ment sent in is virtually in that form. 

873. Mr. Brooks. — Y^ou never saw any reason to 
reject any dork sent to you on probation ? — ^No, 

374. You liaA’e been satisfied Avitli their fitness and 
competency? — Of course I Av-ould not certify unless I 
was satisfied. It would be a very ungracious thing for 
me to cancel an appointment unless giving the iiulivi- 
diuil the largest o[j)iortuuity. 

875. Mr. H. Murray, — Have you sent in ceilii- 
ficates Avhicli do not exactly represent the facts of the 
case? — I believe I represent that the man is attentive 
in discliarging his duty to the best of his ability. 

_ 876. A poAver is given to you by the Act 'of Par- 
liament and you exercise it I presume ? — Yes. 
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S77. CUAiEMAN. — You area collector in the office 
of the bolleotor-General ?— I am. 

878. How long have you been in that office 1 — Since 
the end of May, 1871. 

879. Before that time in what Rltiiation were you! 

j managing clerk in the office of Messrs. 

Andei-stm and Lee. 

880. Had you previous experience in business 
analogous to the collection of i-ates ? — None. 

881. But you were well acquainted with the city, 1 
pi'esume ?— Yes, thoroughly. 

883. You say that it was at the end of May, 1871, 
you became a collector first 1 — Yes. 

883. What wards were you appointed to 1 — Inns 
Quay paid Rotunda waa-ds. 

884. These are the wards Mr. Crofton is in now 1 — 
Yes. In 1874 I was tz-ansferred to the Mansion 
House and Exchange wards, where I remained up to 
the end of 1876. I had double wards from my appoint- 
ment. 

885. During the time you were collecting the Inns 
Quay and Rotunda wai-ds, was your poundage the 
same as Mr. Crofton’s? — No; it was increasedin 1873 
to two-pence farthing. 

886. What is your poundage at present? — One 
penny three farthiug.s. 

887. Do the waixls for which you are now collects 
ing return you more than tlie pi'evious? — Yes; the 
collection last year, on the wards, was in or about 
^40,000. 

888. Was that better than the waixls you were in 
fifst? — No ; the Mansion House and Royal Exchange 
wivrds were very heavy, it was very difficult to get 
monev out of the rate payers. I fared better jin the 
llotundaand Inns Quay Wards, and was anxious to 
be left in them, but the changing system prex’ented 
that. 

889. You mentioned that last year was the firat 
year you had these wards? — The North and South 
City wards. The 1st January, 1877, I got the latter. 

890. You spoke of a penny and three farthings 
being your poundage, did that refer to the Mansion 
House ? — No. 

891. What was yom- poundage in the Mansion 
House?— Two pence one-eighth. 

892. When you came into your office in the month 
of May, 1871, what documents were handed to you? 
— Mr. Hanlon handed to me my predecessoi^’a receipts, 
and I think he handed to me also my collecting 
book, 

893. Was that the same book that was in the hands 
of your predecessor for the first months of the year ? 
—I believe so. 

894. Show us a specimen of one of the books which 
you use when you collect the rates ? — I will. [Hands 
in for inspection a collection book.] It has seen a 
great deal of sei'vice. You will see there the whole 
rate for the year, giving the first half and the second 
lialf. The first lialf is more than the second as the 
irublic water is charged in full on the first payment. 

895. Is this the only book you liave during a yeai- 
of your collection ? — That is the only book. 

896. Ai'e you aware of the form of book the other 
collectors have got ? — It is precisely the same. 

897. In a book produced yesterday as a specimen 
of the collector’s book, there was a printed heading 
which I don’t see here ?— I cut off the heading to make 
It more convenient. To make it smaller. 

898. This is the same form all the collectors get ? — 
Yes. 

899. What portion of the information in this book 
is supplied to you by the office ? — That book is handed 
to me with the assessment and the names. This por- 
tion supposed to contain the arrears is put doxvn by 
myself. 

900. Show me what you put in youreelf and what 
you get from the office 1--Here is what the office gives 
me, a book regularly worked out so far. It gives me 


the names of the parties, numbers, value, the consoli- M’lntyre. 
dated rate, domestic water-rate and public water rate. 

901. Chaiemax. — D o you know from what souree 
the office gets the names of the parties which are in- 
serted here? — From the rate book. 

902. Do you yourself supply the information to 
make up the rate book ? — I do. 

903. In what foiiTi do you supply the informatiou, 
verbally or in wiiting? — I alter the names in the 
I'ate book myself. 

904. Y'oii alter the names in the assessment books 
that are kept in the office? — I do. 

905. Do you do that under any instructions ? — I do. 

906. Instructions each time? — I have general 
instructions to do so. 

907. Suppose you ascertain a particular name is 
chai-gcd and another person is occupj-ing a house 
previously occupied by that particular name, do you go 
into tlie office and take the assessment book and write 
the new name instead of the old one ? — Precisely, for 
as the collector of tlie district I am responsible for that 
rate book. 

908. Are you aware whether any corresponding 
change is made in thb waz'd ledger ? — No ; thei'e is 
none, unless every third year. 

909. Your book may change, but the names all ap- 
pear the same in the ward ledger? — Yes, for three 
years. Every third year they are supposed to be 
copieil in. I believe it has not Izeen done. 

910- Wlien you make a change in the assessment- 
hook you make a corresponding change in your own 
collecting-book? — T do. 

911. And the assessment-book and your collecting- 
book may differ, and do differ materially from the 
ward ledgers? — Certainly. 

912. How is it you get this information? — By in- 
qziiayxvhen serving my notices at the house or other- 
wise, if I see a change. We generally liave to keep 
both our eyes and ears open, in order to get infoi-ma- 
tion ; and sometimes it is given to us very ixjluctantly 
indeed. There is no powerto compel any ratepayer to 
give any name. He may tell me that I am ex- 
ceedingly rude and impertinent for asking liinz, if he 
choose to do so. 

913. How do you fill up the rest of your hook? — 

This column here — the first column on the .second 
page — is a duplicate of the firet heading here, where 
the assessment is ; and I am szipposed dnectly I get 
paid, if it be a half year or quaiter, or the entire year, 
to post in the projzer eolmnn of my hook the amount 
received, and the date. 

914. Then you don’t make any entry in tliat column 
until you get payment ? — Certainly not. 

915. And tlie entry you make in that column re- 
presents the particular year for which the assessment 
is made? — Precisely. 

916. Do the arrears due on premises appear in any 
way in this hook ? — Yes. 

917. Where aa-e they entered? — Here they are — 
some of them. 

918. In the second and tliird columns of the second 
page ? — Precisely. 

919. At what time do you enter tlie arrears of 1873 
and 1873 — the two preceding years for which the collec- 
tion is struck? — To the best of my belief, I enter 
about tlie month of Febi-uary, end of February, or the 
beginning of March. 

920. Do you make that entry before you begin your 
collection?— Precisely. Firat of all, I make out my 
aiTear sheets in January. 

921. I have got here some of these sheets for last 
year. This is prepared by you for the use of your 
office ? — Yes. 

922. From what do you get the material for these 
sheets 1 — I get that from my book, and on a reference 
to ledgers. 

923. You mean your book for the preceding year? 

— Y^es, the book for 1876. 

I 
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924. Have you also to go back to previous books 1 
— I go back to the ledger especially -wlien changed 
off my wards. I liave no knowledge, but that my 
predecessor might have made a mistake. 

925. If you are not changed from your ward must 
you go back to ascertain what rates have been paid 
through the office ? — No, we post this each day from 
the office blocks into our own books. 

926. Your own book will give you what is collected 
either through the office or the collector, and as re- 
gards the rest you have to go back either to the 
blocks or the old books ? — Yes. 

927. Is it left entirely with yourself what arrears you 
put into this sheet as you best can get them from your 
own books! — Yes, certainly. 

928. Going back on the book supplied to you, you 
fill up this arrcar sheet? — Certainly. 

929. Is there any check afterwards in the office to 
ascertain whether the arrears you represent here are 
correct arreain or not! — None that I am awai'e of. 

930. Have you been present when these airear 
sheets are examined! — When the Collector-General , 
takes these arreav sheets I am done with them. He 
goes through them, and may require from me explana- 
tions respecting each item in them. 

931. You hand in these to the Collector-General ! — 
Ido. 

932. And in your presence I presiime tlie Collector- 
General goes through them! — Yes. 

933. That examination is confined to the explana- 
tion of arrears you represent! — Precisely. There is 
no debtor and creditor account of this ; in point of 
fact, no verification. 

934. Does this arrear sheet for 187G correctly re- 
present the arrears of the rate struck in that year! — 
l^or the current year. 

935. You have got the materials for that! — Cer- 
tainly. 

936. You would not say that it represents the ar- 
rears of antecedent years, when you were not collect- 
ing!— No. 

937. For that you must go and pick threugh the 
ledger as best you can ! — Yes. It is hard for a collec- 
tor to do so wlio has to deal witli 3,000 or 4,000 
names, He would get bewildered. 

938- Going back through the ledger you might find 
cei-tain items not filled up, and if remitted you have 
no means of finding for what reason they were remit- 
ted, whether for insolvency or otherwise? — No, unless 
you have recourae to the remission book kept by a 
clerk upstairs. 

939. You would iiave to compare that with the re- 
mission book, and even then there may be a number 
of mistakes ? — Yes. 

940. Is it possible for the collectors to make out 
the aiTcar sheets with accuracy ! — I think fairly. 

941. Don’t you think that those arrears should ap- 
pear in the office hooks, and that you should enter 
your arrears from the office books ? — Most assuredly. 

942. Does not that add considerably to the labours of 
a collector that the duty of returning the aixears should 
be cast on. him instead of the office clerks! — Indeed I 
think so. 

•943. And you .have not the means of doingit so 
satisfactorily as. the office clerks! — No. 

944 . 1 The Collector-General goes through these lists!: 
— He does., 

945. Take the first item here, “ Aungier Lane,” no 

number, and I find in respect of houses there, , there 
are arreai'S for 1875 and 1876, and the amount is £4 16s. 
6d What is the meaning of the observation which I 
see thea-o! — A declaration was made by tire ownernf 
that j)lac 0 that a portion of it was being rebuilt. • •• 

946. That he was entitled to have the rates re- 
mitted! — Yes. 

947. How does a-party come to make a declaration 
after the arreai' is entered ! — It is a formal declaration, 
and he sets out the dates, stating the place'was under- 
going repair's. 


948. Is there any enti'y of that remission made in 
any place? — There ought to be. 

949. Be kiird enough to let us see the remission 
book ! 

Mr. Taaffe — Tire remission book is not here. 

950. Chairman. — I understand, Mr. MTntyre.that 
this book is made up by you after the year is closed 
in the beginning of January? — Yes. 

951. Was not the remission this man was entitled to 
for rebuilding claimed befoi'e that time ? — No ; until he 
disposes of the r-ates due by declaration, I would bring 
forward the arrear. 

952. But suppose you went to the owner of these 
premises in Aungier Lane and asked him for the 
rates in respect of these pi-emises, he would tell you 
that he w;is not bound to pay? — Yes. 

953. Would you ask hinrfor the rates? — Cei-tainly. 

954. Would not that be the proper time to make 
the remission? — That refers to the year 1875, and I 
could not do anything until the year' 1876. 

955. That is, as regarded those particular premises? 
— Cei-tainly not. We liaVe no power to compel any- 
one to make declarations. 

956. Howis the Collector-General informed — do you 
simply tell him this man must make a declaration in 
respect of the rebuilding? — Yes. 

957. Are you subequently informed in any way tliat 
he made such a declaration?---No; because the declai'a- 
tion ought to come througli me. 

958. Is it made througli you! — It ought to be 
given to me by the party who has the right to make 
it. I must make a calculation on that declaration, so 
as to redrree the assessment for the time the premise 
were vacant. That ought not to be the duty of the 
collector at all. 

959. Having made the calculation what do you do 
with tlie declaration ! — I am supposed to hand that 
declaration up stair's, the chief clerk will take it from 
me. He inspects these things and satisfies liimself that 
it is correct. 

960. Having received the declaration in that way 
and made the calculation, do you just merely leave 
the document up-stairs and then strike off the amount 
you think he is entitled to ? — I take the amount he is 
entitled to pay me on tliat after- the deduction. 

961. And when making out your arrear sheets the 
£4 16s. ^d. disappear's ? — Yes. I may state that some 
of these people ai-e wretchedly poor. 

962. We are assuming a case where a man could 
pay, hut has a right to have a remission! — Yes. 

963. Is not the result this — that all those remissions 
are practically made by the collectors and the Collector- 
General, has nothing to do with it ! — Cei-tainly. 

964. And the entire control of the arrears is in the 
hands of the collectors ? — That is so to a certain extent, 
no doubt. 

965. Mr. Brooks. — A collector in the course of his 
perambulations has opportunities of knowing whether 
the premises are in process of repair' or not ?-^Certamly. 

966. And it is convenient and useful for the 

Collector*General to have a report from the collector 
who'can say whether the claim for exemption is well 
founded or not! — Certainly. He must depend on his 
collector for that information. • 

967. Chairman. — E vei-ything about getting the re- 

mission paper, the calculation on the remission paper 
and subsequently seeing •■whether the remission j>aper 
^ satisfactory or not, is all thrown 'ori the colleetor’s 
shoulders and he is to make the remission! — Yesj but 
I generally get the chief clerk' to • interview these 
parties '.before I do anything. I get him to see the 
man who seeks the remission and to report to him on 
the subject and he satisfies himself tliat what- 1, have 
done is perfectly correct. ■ . - ■ 

968. There are remission papers that are sent in by 
you ?-^Yes. 

969. As I understand they ai-e' fiDed up by you and 
the Calculation is made by you ? — Yes. 

970. And you don’t know what becomes of them, 
aftei-wards. When yOn make the>entry in the colleo- 
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tion book it is made from the remission book kept by 
you and not from the remission book kept in the 
? No, I don’t consult that remission book at all. 

971. 26 Aiingier-street j a small tenancy, entry 
'‘'Wari'ant"? — The meaningof that entry is that I sum- 
moned for that amount and procured a wariant which 
is in the hand of the warrant officer. I hare nothing 
to say to that. 

972. Whose signature is that 1 — Mr. Taaffe's. 

973. How is it you ascertain the wan-ant is issued 1 
Because I have to sue for the amount before the divi- 
sional magistrate of the north or south side of the city 
iis the case may be. He gives a warrant on my swear- 
in'' that I served a fourteen days notice and that the 
debt is due. I am done with it after that and it goes 
to the warrant officer. 

974. The next thing I want to know is this. In a ' 
case in which you issued a summons and the warrant 
is handed to the warrant officer, how is it you ascei-taiii 
whether the amount of tliat warrant is realized 4 — The 
warrant officer makes out a pay sheet when he gets a 
payment out of it and retiums it up-stairs. 

975. Do you get Commission on that? — Oh, 
certainly. 

976. If the amount for wliich that warrant was out 
was levied, would you give credit for that iu your 
books of next year ? — No. I put down “warrant.”! 
wi-ite down the woixl “ warrant. ” 

977. I am talking of a case where the warrant is 
realized and the amount paid into the office ? — Yes. 

978. How does that ])aymont appear iu your books ? 
It is posted in the office ledger. 

979. So far as your books are concerned does it ever- 
appear there at all? — No. 

980. Where the money is levied by a wan-ant, you 
say that if the ^varrant is realized an entry of the pay- 
ment is made in the office ledger. When preparing 
your arrear sheets at the close of the year, have you 
to go to that to see whether tlie amount is paid ? — 
Yes. 

981. And by hunting through the ledger for a 
particular name, you find out that the amount is paid? 
—Yes. 

982. Is that duty thrown upon youraelf ? — Certainly. 

983. Supposing you find it lias not been paid, do 
you strike the amount out of your arrear sheet ? — 
Well, if I think the ai'rear is really recoverable, I 
return tlie balance on iny arrear sheet. 

984. But, on the other hand, if you think it is not 
recoverable, do you return it then ?— It is the duty of 
the Waixant-Officer to make a return if he finds he can 
get no goods. 

985. But, when you send in your an-ear sheet, do 
you exercise your own discretion, if you find a wan-ant 
is outstanding, as to whetlrer you will put the amount 
in your ai-reai- sheet, or let it drop altogether ? — I do. 

986. And there is no certificate given by the Col- 
lector-General in refei-ence to that ? — No. 

987. So tliat, in point of fact, that drops out of the 
rate-book entirely, by the exercise of your discretion ? 
— It does not di-op out of the rate-book or the ledger. 

988. Out of your collection I mean? — Out of my 
collection ; I have nothing more to say to it. 

989. I see some entries here of “ In Law Agent’s 
hands,” that is, I presume, in cases handed over to 
the Solicitor by the Collector-General? — Yes ; handed 
over to him to do what he could to make a good 
debt of a vei-y bad one. 

990. And as to those eases where I see “ declai-a- 
tion,” what does that mean? — That’s only for part 
of the year. I may as well tell you to start with I 
do not put into the arrear sheet any house vacant 
from 1st January to 31st December. — It would be 
superfluous to do so ; I write what is called a re- 
mission paper, accoimting for the vacancy ; otherwise 
I would swell the an-ear sheet to an enormous ex- 
tent. 

991. Supposing it is vacant for the entire year, 
where does that appear? — That does not appear at all. 
I wi-ite a i-emission for it, and return it to the office 


as vacant. The chief clerk then satisfies himself that 
what I state is perfectly con-eot. 

992. Supposing there is assessed in the Mansion 
House Ward £20,000; and that )'Ou have collected 
£18,000, is there any book in the office showing how 
you discharge yourself of the other £2,000 ? — No ; 
there is none. In point of fact, there is no debtor and 
creditor account. I should be debited with a certain 
amount in the year, and credited with the amount 
brought in, and the balance accounted for by me. 

993. And if it is necessary to make up such an 
account, that is the only way it is to be done ? — Yes ; 
wo have to make out daily pay-sheets. The blocks of 
receipts we possess are attiiched to the pay-sheets, and 
are suppoSed to be posted every day. 

994. And arc they posted evei-yday? — Sometimes, 
through press of business, tliey are not posted- 

995. At tlie end of the month are they cast?— 
Sometimes they are not. 

996. Are they cast at the end of the year ? — Oh, 
yes ; they are. 

997. Will those pay-sheets you send in, which you 
say are cast at the end of the year, show the 
amount paid into tlie bank? — Yes. There is wliat is 
called a long-book. Show me that, and I will explain 
better. (Book lii-oduced.) The returns made of the 
amoimts received are put in here every week, 

998. So this book, called the long-book, is posted 
up from your pay-sheets ? — The pay-sheets are posted 
into what is called the ledger ; but those sums in globo 
are brought in here weekly or quarterly as the case 
may be. 

999. Will this account discharge )'OU of the vai-ious 
items that appear here, as either vacant houses or 
houses vacant for a portion of tlie year ? — Yes ; cer- 
tainly. 

1000. But you have to goto some other book to 
find what you ai-e to be discharged ofiu consequence of 
2>remises vacant for the entire year ? — ^There is a re- 
mission book. 

1001. But that is a number of sheets together, is 
not it ? — No ; the remission book is a bound book iu 
which all those remissions ai-e supposed to be entered 
up. When the book is produced you will see. 

1002. Ih reference to those declarations of want of 
occupancy during a portion of the year, are there not 
instances of persons claiming remissions in tliat way 
who simply are not residing in their houses for three 
or four months in the year by reason of their going to 
some other place, and coming back again ? — I would 
not listen to a case of that kind. 

1003. Was there any such claim made? — Once or 
twice such claims were made to me. 

1004. But you enforced the rates ? — Certainly ; I 
think it was in utter ignorance they asked. 

1005. At what time do you actually commence in 
the year to enforce payment of the rates by legal pro- 
cess ? — I generally summon about July. 

1006. You begin to summon about July ? — July or 
August ; the fii-st week in August. 

1007. Mr. Crofton told us yesterday that the i-ule 
was that they were allowed until 31st December to 
pay, and that it was the practice in the office not to 
take proceedings until after that time. Was tliat the 
practice in your recollection? — The old rule laid down 
in the office when I entered in 1871 was that we 
summoned twice a year. 

1008. What was the practice? — The practice was 
that we summoned iu August. 

1009. You yourself commence to summon in 
August? — About the first week in August. 

1010. And, in fact your practice is, if you find any 
person unwilling to pay iu August to commence then 
to enforce payment legally, according to whatever 
powers you have by law ? — Precisely. 

1011. And is your object to have all your col- 
lections in hefoi-e 31st De-cember? — Most assuredly ; 
it would be our interest to do so for our poundage. 

1012. And not merely by soliciting, but by legal 
process you do that ? — Yes. 
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10] 3. Can you tell me anytliing as to the causes of 
the deficiency of the collection in the wards you ai-e in 
now — the Nortli and South City 1 — Yes. 

1014. Do they extend over good paits of the cityl 
— Perhapsahoutthebest part of the city. The South 
City \Yard is really a very good ward, but some of the 
North City is very poor — Moore’ s-lane and in that lo 
cality there is wretchedly poor property. 

10L5. What is the per centage of deficiency in the 
collection for the last two years ! — I could not tell you 

1016. Could you tell me as to the Mansion House 
and Royal Exchange Wai-ds ? — Yes ; I prepared a re 
turn for the Collector-General in the month of October 

1017. What is the result of the return? — Well, 
luther under-estimated it. 1 have a draft of it here 
I do not wish to produce it, but allow me to refer to it 
On the Mansion House Ward in tire year 1875 I put 
down the probable rates lost from vacancies in that 
year at about £388 Gs. 7d. 

1018. Pii-st, give us the aggregate rates, including 
the water rates for that year ? — I cannot. 

1019. Can yon tell us fi'oni any book you have, Mr. 
Taaffe, the gross assessment for the Mansion House 
Ward in 1875 ? 

Mr. Taw§e . — I have not the sheet for 1875; I can 
give it you for 1876. 

Mr. M'Inlyre . — I have the figures for 1876 as well. 

1020. CiiAiu.MAX. — In that year I find that the 
gi'oss assessment was il2,855 2s. 8id., in the 
Mansion House Ward, Tell me- how you account for 
tlie deficiencies of the colicction in tliat year ? — 1 make 
the loss from vacancies about £287 2s. id, 

1021. What is the next item? — From bad debts 
and insolvency, about £675 10s. Sd. ; I tliink that is 
ratlier luidcr-estinuvting it. 

1022. Do these include anything more than the in- 
solvent li.st at tlic end of the report for 1876 ?— To be 
sure it does. I have not the details of the way I 
made it uji ; unfoi-timately I think I lost them. The 
bud debts are on a class of property where there are 
tenants who have been sued, and could not pay, and 
who would not pay — who have no assets, even if a 
warrant went in, 

1023. Are those cases in wliich the occupiers are 
rated that you refer to?— Yes ; numbers of them. 
Some of them are not ; the greater number of them 

1024. Are those cases in which there is actually no 
property on the pi-emiscs? — No ju'operty that you 
tould take- 

1025. What have you in addition to that? — That 
would make a total of £962 13s. 

1026. How much did you actually collect ? — I am 
sure I have under-cstimate<.l that figure- 

1027. I find that the amount which you actually 

collected iu the Mansion House Ward in the year, in- 
cluding the an-oam, was £12,591 10s. 6d. ? I think, 

sir, if you tako the long-book, you will find what I col- 
lected for the entire year. 

Mr. Phipps. — The assessment for 1876 is £12,855 
2s. 84d, We can get the receipts in the year 1876, and 
the receipts in the yoai- 1877 ; but the collection is 
extending into 1878. Therefore it is impossible for 
us to deal with this particuhu- asses.smeiit, 

WitiKss . — If you take the current rates for 1875, 
and the rates that have been collected in 1876, add 
tliem togetlier and you will see wliat the probable sum 
out is. 

1 028. CuAiujiAJJ. — That will be going back a year ? 
— Yes. 

Mr. Phipps. — But I talce it tliat you want to work 
out the case of an assessment, and account for that 
assessment ; and tiierefore you must go three years 
ju'ioi' to 1877, so better take the civse of 1874. 

1029. OiiAiRMAN. — Have you got 1874? I have 

not. If you take 1875 it will give you a capital idea. 

Mr. Phipps. — We will still have ai-rears iu course of 
collection. If you could work out the an-ears of 1 874, 
it would be more satisfactory. 

1030. Chaiuhax. — I f you do it for 1874 we will 


be obliged to you ?— Oh certainly. For those two wards 
one or two 1 ' 

1031. The two wards you are comiected ndth? 

W ould you say the wards I have been on ? 

1032. 1 mean the ones that you were on iu 1874 
Yos. 

1033. You did not enter upon your present wards 
until 1876 ? — Which ward do you speak of ? 

1034. The Mansion-house War-d ? — Oh yes, 1874 

1035. Yes, but it was out of your hands in 1876?-, 
Yes, the end of 1876 ; I will take 1874 for you, 

1036. Of that sura of £075, which you estimate as 
the amount of total losses on that ward, are you of 
opinion tliat by any change in tlie law it would be 
2 iossible to make it recovei-able ? — I am strongly. 

1037. What change in the law do you say?— J 
would have a tax at once upon the property, We 
make no bai-gain with the landlords who let their 
liouses to the tenants. If the landlords get the reuts 
that is all they want. 

1038. Do you mean you would make it a continual 
lien upon the house.? — Certainly, 

1039. How would you suggest that such a lien 
should be realized ? — Tliac is a thing I did not go into. 
I believe that was the pi-actice heretofore, before the 
rates were consolidated. 

1040. But tlie question is how the thing is to be 
done. I iiresuiiie if you i-equire to have a lien on the 
liouse, it would not be satisfactory merely to make 
the chattels or goods iu it answerable subsequently? 
— No ; that might work well with better dis 
houses ; but most assuredly nob in any poor distiicts. 

1041. Not in poor houses? — No. 

1042. Would it be a satisfactory way to realize that 

lifen to give the collector the powei' of sei'ving notices 
upon the occiq)auts of the house to pay the rent to 
liim and make the rent payable bo liim until the rates 
were satisfied? — No; I do not believe anybody would 
go into the house witliout first going to the Collector- 
General’s office to ascertain whether any taxes were 
due. Strange to say I have been asked within the 
last jeav by parties whether any taxes were due on 
certain houses— people who ai-e under tlie impression 
that taxes are due on the property. 

1043. Yes ; but the jiLui you suggested was simply 
to make the house answerable — to make the tax alien 
u])on the house ? — Yes, 

^ 1044. But merely pa.ssing an abstract law of that 
kind would be very little use unless the lien could be 
realized, and what I want you to suggest is, how it 
would be possible to have that Hen realized ? — That is 
a matter I would want to eonsidei- and sjieak on it at 
anotlier time. 

1 045. Are you aware, as regards poor rates through- 
out the country, they are not a lien on the jiremises, 
in the sense of being able to sell the premises for the 
purpose of paying them ? — I am not awai-e. 

1046. As I understand, the law in reference to 
poor rates is, tliat any chattels on the property, no 
matter to whom they belong, can be seized or distrained 
to pay tliom, and if the person liable leaves the house 
the goods of the man that succeeds him, for a period of 
two yeai-s, arc also liable. Do you think that would 
be satisfactory? — That is following the party. 

1047. You have also a right to follow tlie party, but 
you have a right also to come down on the subsequent 
tenant and make liis goods liable to distress? — A very 
salutary way. 

1048. But would it answer the purjiose? — I would 
like to consider that. 

1049. Are tlie chattels on the premises iu the cases 
you refer to liable 1 — The goods of those houses some- 
times would not possibly pay the carriage of them to 
the auctioneer’s rooms. 

1050. But in the rural districts there are crops and 
stock 1 — Oh, yes ; sometliing tangible to seize there. 

1051. Are you acquainted witli the colicction of 
rates in any towns in Ireland, Belfast, Cork, Limerick, 
or Waterford ? — I am not, sir ; I made no inquiries. 

1052. Wc can go into those figures ourselves, as 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



MINUTES OP EVIDENCE. 


57 


regards deficiencies, wliicli is not more than three per 
cent., at most four ; but do you know does the pro- 
perty iu those towns clilfer from the property in 
— I have been in Belfast, and I think the 
projierty is very valuable there, and in Cork too. I 
Lave not been iu Waterford or Limerick ; but the 
property is very good in Cork and Belfast. 

1053. You liiive told us already that you have been 
several times i-emoved from waixls ? — Yes. 

1054. First of all when you went to the office you 
were kept three years in two wards 1 — Two years and 
a half. 

]0o5. Can you tell us whetlier or not the collection 
during those two years and a half improved 1 — Well, I 
confess I followed a very good officer. 

1056. But did you keep it up to what it was before! 

Well I think so. I must refer to the Chief Clerk 

for that ; I do not wish to speak of myself. 

1057. But did you! — I satisfied tlie Collector- 
General and his Chief Clerk that I discharged my 
duty. 

1058. Were you simply transferred to the other 
wards by reason of the rule in the office, that the col- 
lectors were to he transferred every three years, or 
was there any other reason ! — I was transferred to the 
Mansion House and Royal Exchange waixis with a 
view to collecting them well. 

1059. Were tliose w£«rds in a worse state than the 
wards you had left ! — Oh, yes. 

lOGO. And can you say yourself whether at the end 
of your three years the collection was better or worse 
than when you undertook it! — Better. 

1061. Was the im]) 2 -ovement considerable! — I think 
so. 

1062. Tlseu were you transferred from those wards 
to the wards you have got now, the North and Soutli 
City, in obedience to the three years rule, or for any 
other reason? — In obedience to the three yeai's mlo. 
As a matter of fact, I believe tlie wards were in a bad 
state. 

1063. And were they in a much woree state than 
the wai-ds you had then left ! — Oh, yes. 

1064. From your knowledge of collecting during 
die six or seven years you have been at it, do you think 
it desirable that collectore should be trausfen'ed frem 
wards ? — Most assuredly not ; I stated all along that 
it should not be done. 

1065. Give your reasons why it is desirable that 
he should be kept iu a ward longer than three years! 
— First of all the collectors get an intimate knowledge 
of the ratepayers ; genemlly speaking, there are a 
nmnher of house.s that are paid for by the landlords. 
The collector serves his notices of demajid of rates in 
the ordiuaiy course, at the several houses, and subse- 
quently calls for the rates, and failing to get them, or 
a satisfactory answer, he sends notices prepamtoiy to 
taking proceedings, and then it is ascertained that the 
landlord will pay. This proceedmg causes much aji- 
noy.ince to all concerned. Landlords have often 
spoken to me in strong terms of the change of 
collectois. Another reason is, if we have a 
schemer in a ward we deal with him at once, 
and try to get sometliing out of him. On the 
other hand, the collector that is put on a new 
Ward does not know tlie parties who came late in the 
preceding year. He tries to keep the Boards going 
with money, and he must naturally go to the good 
payers. In the interim, before seiving the fourteen 
days’ notice, the party who came in late perhaps is gone 
away ; the rates are lost and we have no means of re- 
covering them. Now if you come to the question of the 
fiuuchise, I think it is desirable to touch upon that as 
a great many coinplainte have been made. 

Mr. Phipps. — Before you enter upon that — I see 
the Collector-General’s reports for the ycare 1873 and 
1876, show a considerable reduction in the arrears of 
the two wards. In the case of the Mansion House 
Wiu-d the collectible arrear in 1873 was £1,810, and 
in 1876, £455 ; tlie doubtful airear— £2,789 in 1873 ; 
^1,516 in 1876. In the Royal Exchange Ward the 


collectible arrear in 1873 was £2,500, and in 1876, 
£662. The doubtful arrear in 1873 was £2,950; in 
1876, £1,673; showing a very considerable reduction 
in tlie arrear as- published. 

1066. Chaiumax. — Do you attribute the reduction, 
Mr. Phipps has ciUletl attention to, to a considerable 
extent to the fact that you were gradually becoming 
more acquainted -with your ward, and better able to 
discharge your duties by the knowledge you were 
gaining! — Yes; after downright hard work. I have 
often sat from six o'clock at night and worked till two 
in tlie morning. 

1007. You were going to give ii.s another reason! — • 
Yes. First of all we will take the juroi-s lists. The 
people now have become thoroughly educated as to 
how the jurors list is made out, and a systematic 
attempt is made to defeat the collectors getting the 
correct names. If a collector is left in his ward he 
will know somebody who ivill give him information or 
a clue to a pai'ty in a house. If there is a new collec- 
tor he will not get the information. Even to the old 
collector, the ratepayers are very often reluctant to 
give information. Then with regal'd to the poor 
law. If there is a contested election in an elec- 
toral division — say at the north side of the city, 
and if there is a portion of the rates due ou the pro- 
perty of a candidate he loses his position on the Board, 
though all tlie other taxes are paid. Now, I think it 
right to give a case iu point ; but, perhaps, I had bet- 
ter not mention names. Mr. Crofton knows all about 
the transaction, as it occuiTcd when he was appointed. 
In the Inn’s-quay ^Ya^d a contested election came off ; 
and Mr, Crofton said as far as he knew the taxes were 
paid ; but I believe on the day ot tlie election he dis- 
covered that the candidate had anotliei' place that was 
not paid for, and having stated the fact, that gentle- 
man lost his position at the Board. The new collector 
has no knowledge of a man’s property, and iu order to 
meet a contingency arising iu that way, the old 
collector has to attend at the Board with the new 
collector. 

1068. But do you nut thirvli that a much better 
source of information would be well-kejit books in the 
office, by reference to which, in any week or day, you 
could find the amount of arrears due by any person ! 
— Yes; but you might not know tlie person’s property, 
or be able to identify it. 

1069. But if the books in the office were as well 
kept as the collectors’ books, could not it be ascer- 
tained! — No; because the clerk has not the facility 
of knowing the p.arties that the collector has. 

10.70. You referred to the franchise? — Simply that 
the labour cast ou a collector when lie goes to a new 
ward is something fearful. 

Mr, Phipps. — With regard to the reduction of the 
arrears in those particular waixls, on reference to the 
account published by the Collector-General in 1874, T 
find that a very great portion of the arrear was Re- 
covered and got in within one year from the com- 
mencement of youi- duty. It is well to notice that. 

1071. Ckairm.an. — T here was a subject to which 
I called the attention of Mr, Moylan yesterday, and 
of which I could not get a satisfactory explanation ; 
and I call' your attention to it now, as we would like 
to have it explained in some way. Taking the report 
of 1876, 1 llml that the amount that was assessed for 
collection iu that year was £280,271 6s. 5^d. I find 
that, according to the same report, there was collected 
of that sum in that yeai' the sum of £224,159 18s. 

; the difference between these sums being £66,111 
8s. Id., would seem to be uncollected in that year in 
respect of that particular year’s a-ssessmont. There were 
other sums got in that year; but it ajipears they were 
iu respect of pre-vious assessments. Now, in the same 
report of 1876, I find at page 12 a statement of this 
character ; — “ Aniount remaining uncollected in each 
ward or division in 1876” (and we were infoi-med yes- 
terday by Mr. Taaffe that tliis account purports not 
merely to give the amount uncollected iu each ward 
or division of the assessment of 1876, but of previous 
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asscssmpnfcs which had nob been collected) ; and in 
tottiiiir ii]> the two columns of ligiires, one of which is 
}ieacl(!(.l “collectible,” the ctlier “doubtful,” the amount 
is 7n. lOtl. We hnd iu addition to that in 

this book an insolvent list for 1876, and the amount 
of that insolvent list is £856 13s. C|</., wJiich pro- 
bably ouglit to be axlded to the £37,648 7s. lOd., 
because it is probable that that insolvent list is not 
placed under the heads of “ collectible” or “doubtful 
but aihling that to it, we still find that there is only 
little more than £38,000 in this list. How, then, is 
the difference between that sum and the £56,111 8s. 
\d. to be accounted for ? — That is more than T can tell, 

1072. In so far a.s you are concerned did tlie re- 
turn sent into the office at the end of 1876, in respect 
of the two wards that you had to collect, show all the 
outstanding arrears for that yea>‘? — Cciiainly. 

1073. And if all the other collectoi-s had sent them 
in in the same way they would show all the arrears 
for tliat yearl — I do say so. 

1074. And therefore, if that be true, tliis £37,648 
7s. 10(f. should.be morel — Certainly; would you re- 
peat it % 

1075. I take the amount of the assessment for 1876 
from this book — it is over £280,000. From the same 
book it a])pears tliat the amount collected in that year 
was a little over £224,000. Taking the one sum from 
the other it would show an outstanding amount of the 
assessment of £56,111 8s. Id. From the same 
report I teko the amount uncollected in each 
ward or division in 1876. I tot all the sums 
under the head of “ collectible ” and “ doubtful " to- 
gether, and they only amount to £37,648 7s. lOd. To 
that 1 add the insolvent list, £859 13s. 6|d., which you 
observe will bring the uncollected amounts of all 
classes — collectible, doubtful, and insolvent — to asum 
of rather over £38,000. What I want to kuow is, 
what has become of the difference between that 
£38,000 and the £56,000 1 — I cannot throw any light 
u])on that point. 

!Mr. PiiiPi’S. — That is a qriestion involving the 
whole theory of the accounts, and I think it is the 
Collector-Gcnerar.s duty to give the infonnation. 

1076. CuAiRMAS. — There is a further important 
thing. As i-egards the returns you made to the Collector- 
General, do those returns, as far as the information 
goes with regard to the first two wards — tlie Mansion 
House mid the Royal Exchange — represent all that 
wa.s uncollected from every source in that year from 
those two wards? — Certainly. 

1077. Including unoccupied and vacant houses? — ■ 
Oh, no ; 1 do not put in vacant houses. 

1078. You say you return tliose in another shape ? 
— I stated before I did not return vacant houses 
at all. 

1079. Mr. Brooks. — Do you know whether the 
cliange of collectors from one ward to another has 
been to punish some collectors and reward others ? — I 
don’t know, sir ; I cannot answer that question. All 
I can say is, I found that was the system when I 
entered office in 1871, and a very bad system — it could 
not be worse. 

1080. That is for the public service? — Certainly; 
the boards are invariably behind in the collection when 
the collectors are changed. 

1081. Would the change be to reward a collector? 
— I don’t thuik so. The responsibility of throwing a 
tremendous collection, it may be £40,000, though the 
district may be a good one, is much greater. 

1082. But lie gets additioual poundage ? — Who? 

1083. The collector? — With a large district ? 

1084. With a large amount to collect? — No; his 
poundage is reduced in order to meet that of the men 
who hare £10,000 or £12,000. The man with £12,000 
to collect is equally well paid as the man with £40,000. 
There is no cla.ssification in our office. The Collector- 
General classified the clerks, but not the collectors- 

1085. Mr. Phipps. — Is the triennial chsuige regu- 


lated by the Collector-General? — I would say so - ceN 
tainly — he is the chief. 

1086. Could laxity in collection be checked in an.v 
other -way? — There is a check in the office. The 
Collector-General lias the assessment at the beginnino 
of tlie year, and can divide it into twelfths or sixths” 
and if the collector does not get the money in in time 
it is easy to suspend him and eventually get rid of 
him. 

1087. CnAiRMAN. — You have told us that when you 
went to the wai-ds in 1874 they were in a worse state 
than when youleftthem? — Yes. 

1088. "V^at wai-d was the collector sent to who 

had been collecting those wai-ds previous to you? To 

tlie Moimtjoy Ward. 

1089. Was that ward in a better state tlian the 
ward he had left? — ^That is more than I can answer. 

1090. Mr. Brooks. — Would he have less to do in 
the Moimtjoy Ward? — It is a large ward. About 
£15,000 to collect. 

1091. But if a very large ward be given to a dili- 
gent collector, is tliat not a punishment for his dili- 
gence ? — Upon my word I would say so. I never had 
a single ward since I entered the ollice. 

1 092. That is your opinion ? — That is my opinion. 

Mr. Phipps. — I think it is worth while to notice 

the condition of the Moimtjoy Waa-din 1873 and 1874. 
Collectible ai-rear, £696 in 1873. It rose to £2,595 at 
the close of 1874 ; doubtful arrear iu 1873, £1,689; 
and in 1874, £734; showing a considerable increase 
of an-ear under the head of collectible. 

1093. Chairmax. — D o you remember the name of 
the collector in -the Mountjoy Ward in 1874, who had 
been transferred from the wai-d you had got iu that 
year? — Mr. Bannon. 

1094. In what ward is he now? — He is in tlie North 
Dock. 

1095. When did he get this? — Last year. 

1096. Mr. Brooks. — Do you see any mode of 
paying the collectoi-s by results ? — I may candidly tell 
youatonce that we memorialized the Collector-General, 
setting forth the class of work we had to do, the re- 
sponsibilities that were cast upon us, the reduction of 
the rate of poundage, which might reduceour incomes ; 
and we asked him to consider our case with a view to 
an increase of pay and of classifying the collectors. I 
thought it myself, even when I entered the office, a 
hard case to say tliat I should be put upon a level with 
the senior collector, who had spent his life there, and 
get as much pay. I thought -we ought to begin at 
something under them. I had been asked at the time 
by one of the collectors would I consent to a classifica- 
tion, and I said, “ Yes, with all my heart ; 1 am a 
junior.” They did not carry it out. A few yeai-s ago 
we applied to the Collector-Geaeral to classify us, and 
he did not think we were right in makiug the applica- 
tion. 

1097. Did he refuse his consent? — He interviewed 
me and told me he thought he could not recommend 
any such thing. 

1098. Did the collectors make a written applica- 
tion? — We memorialized him. 

1099. Did you get a written reply? — No. Our 
work is hard, and we try to do what we can. We are 
able to do our work. There is not a man there who 
cannot do his work. But we require to be left at our 
wards aud get certain facilities. 

1100. In this remission-book (No. 76) I find that 
you state as the cause of loss, “ Premises vacant from 
1st July to 20th February, 1876, undergoing repairs.” 
Are you in a position to say whether the premises 
were giving any beneficial occupation to the owu.ei-4— 
Certainly. 

1101. None? — No portion in occupation at all. 

1102. Supposing the premises were undergoing re- 
pairs and that he still caixied on his business, orthat lie 
resided there, would you consider that in consequence 
of the repaii-3 be should be exempt from taxation?^ 
Siu-ely not. If there was a single stick of furniture i* 
the place I would hold on to the rates. 
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1103. In the Mansion House Ward I find a peison 
of tlie name of Curtin? — Yes. 

1104. Insolvent? — Yas. 

1103. I find a person of the same name in Trinity 
Ward Tvitli eiglit houses? — Yes. 

1106. Fi-om -whom there has been no collection 
of rates ? — Yes. 

1107. Can you explain liow it is that a person hav- 
ing seven or eight houses, all occupied, is exempt from 
payment ? — T will speak for my own ward ; I will not 
speak for other collector's. Will you kindly allow me 
to touch upon the matter of serving notices ? 

1108. Chairsian. — Y es. If you permit me I will 
state the work we have to do seriatim. We begin on 
the 1st January, directly the ledgers are posted, to 
make out our arrear sheets, so as to ensure accumcy in 
checking our book with the ledgers — that takes us 
one month’s hard work. We then have to write the 
remission paper's, to balarrce the ledger in each account 

that takes us another month. Then come the notices. 

We have then to copy from our arr'ear sheets into our 
books the arr-eai's. That is the second cojiy of the 
arrear sheete. We then have to copy into our notices 
—the foiuteen days notices — the arrears to be levied 
on the various premises ; we have in or- about 6,000. 
We have to keep duplicates, in order that where we 
have to sue for the recovery of tire rates we may sus- 
tain service. The first question asked by the inagis- 
tiuteis, “Whoservedthenotice?” I did. “When?” 
If lie chooses to ask the date we must give it. We 
have to produce the notice out of a bundle perhaps 
of from 3,000 to 4,000. That is under the fifty- 
tiiii'd section ; and under the seventeenth section we 
must serve it fourteen days before we can proceed. 
Now we come to the sixty-fir.st. It ])rovides tliat a 
party not in occupation of the premises on tlie 1st 
Januaiy, not rated in the rate-book on the 1st January 
in each year, must receive, in addition, what is called 
a seven day rating notice ; that notice fixes the respon- 
sibility at once on him, and he becomes, •pi'ima fade, 
liable for the rates. I produce a copy of the notices 
that I have had to serve lately — two of them. {Pro- 
duced copy of notice to be served on occupier, and also 
a copy of notice to be served on owner.) 

1109. Do I underetand you to say that it is a diff- 
erent notice from the one served in the first instance ? 
— Precisely. 

1110. What section is this served under? — It is 
served under the sixty-first section. 

nil. Go on with the process after that? — If the 
party does not appeal against that, we proceed for 
recovery. The magistrate always held that wliere 
they did not appeal the rate-book was conclusive. 

1112. That is after serving the second notice? — 
Yes. That decision was set aside on appeal — in the 
case of myself v. Lemon — on a case stated before the 
Coui't of Common Pleas. The Solicitor -General argued 
the case there for us, but we failed. The Court held 
that it was only yM-imayacie e'vidence. We have then 
to prove that the party was in occupation. 

1113. Is the result of tliat decision that if you have 
served that notic.e, find proved the service, you have 
ma<le a prma facie case, but not a conclusive case ? — 

1114. And after that it maybe refuted by evidence 
giyeii on the other side ? — Precisely. 

11.16. From what you have said, as far as I can 
gather, the. service. of the firat notice of the demand of 
^tes, except to intimate the amount of mtes payable, 
is of no use at all ? — Not the slightest ; it is a most ri- 
diculous service — seiwice on nobody. You may tlirow 
It, into the ai'ea, or in the yard ; it is not to be given 
to anybody of a certain age, yet you cannot recover 
the sum without -it... The work of the aia'eai' sheets, 
the remission, papers, the preparation of the notices, 
and the service. of them, without doing anything else, • 
■“"ould take five months ; but we have to collect mtes, 
to keep the Poor Law Boards and the other Boards, 
gomg, otherwise they would collapse or. have to go to 


the Bank of Ireland, as they have to do from time 
to time to borrow money at interest. 

1116. I understand that the. Collector-General, at 
the coinmenceuieut of the ye.ir, adveiiises the rates in 
the Dublin papois ? — He does, under the fifty-second 
section, 

1117. And it is in the power of any person to 
ascertain the amount for himself without any notice 
being served on him? — Precisely; and that is theopinion 
of one of the most eminent Judges on tlie Bench, who 
was spe;iking:to me on the subject. I want, if you 
permit me, to show the danger of those fourteen days 
notices. When we have to get money to keep the 
Boards going we are unable to complete service of our 
notices until June or July, and what is the .result? 
When we go to get money the parties ai'e gone and 
the rates lo.st. .How can we be responsible, for the Act 
states we must give the notice before we cau recover. 

1118. Mr. Murray. — Would you do away with 
those notices? — Most assuredly; it would be saving 
tlie time of the collectors, and be of advantage to the 
public boards. 

1119. Chairman. — As regards the subsequent 
notice, do you think that if the service could be clearly 
2 >roved, and it could be shown there was no appeal, it 
would be desirable to make it not merely prinia facie, 
but conclusive evidence that the person upon whom it 
was served washable? — I would go so far as to abolish 
both notices, and let the Gazette notice be good for all ; 
and when the man left tlie premises I could sue him, 
and throw the onus upon him, not upon me. 

1120. Do you think if this change were made, that 
the service of the notice \vithout appeal, should be not 
merely prima facie evidence but conclusive that the 
person on whom it was served was hable, that it would 
be an advantage ? — Assuredly it would be ; but I think 
the whole thing to be kept in "view is how to collect 
the rates, and as speedily as jiossible. 

1121. And you do not think the second notice im- 
portant ? — Certainly not. I would make them amen- 
able under tlie Gazette notice. 

1122. Mr. Brooks. — In that case of yourself v. 
Lemon would it be true if it was said that the im- 
mediate lessor could have paid if due diligence had. 
been used by the collector, either yoiu'self or youi' pre- 
decessor? — Oh, no; nor if I had a warrant, it would 
not pay for a float to take the goods to Dillon’s auction 
rooms. The lessor is a wretched pioor man without a 
tack on his back. 

1123. Chairman. — But were the rates in that case 
altogether lost? — To be sure they were — inevitably 
lost ; and what is more, will continue to be lost as long 
as he remains there. But if the taxes were on the 
house, Mr. Lemon would have to look shai-p. 

1124. Mr. Brooks. — Had he a lai'ge beneficial in- 
terest in the house ? — Unquestionably the premises are 
rated about £26 a year, and he originally had a rent 
out of them of £80. When I interviewed him and 
spoke of the taxes, Clarke said, “ I cannot pay you, 
because I am not able to make the house pay the rent.” 
Wliab rent ! £80. I went to Mr. Lemon, and he said, 
“ I have reduced the rent to £60 with the view of 
enabling him to pay tlie taxes.” I then went to 
Clarke, and he said, “ No doubt he has, but I am not 
able to pay.” Mr. Clarke collects the rents. Mr. Lemon 
stated he was a yearly tenant. 

1125. Have you found in your wards any other 
coses of a jiarallel character to that ? — I had a case in 
the Royal Excliange and the Mansion House Wards, 
and a shilling I could never get out of the property. 

1126. But was that a case in whicli the immediate 
lessor was practically a pauper? — No, the executor or 
somebody in possession of the projierty. There was a 
deed of separation between husband and wife. 

■ 1127. As I understand,, this is the only case where 
there was a pauper who was the immediate lessor 
paying:a heavy- rent, the whole of wliich he could not 
pa}'-, .the. landlord not being responsible for the taxes 
by reason of the law as it stands ? — 'I’here is no other 
case except that. Oh, I have another, that of a man 
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Jan. 4, 1878. who said he was only acting aa agent for Lemon, and everyone, unless in cases in which we know that the 
Mr. M'Intyre he owes very largely too in the neighbourhood of King- parties were actually about to run out of the house 
street ; the same man. He has got all those Louses and then we apj>ly ibr a special summons. It takes 
now, I believe. a week to prepare the summonses and get them 

1128. What amount do the rates on those houses heard, and then ten days or a fortnight elapse before 

represent? — I did not go into the figures. Premises we can issue the warrant for distraint. 
inStephen’s-gi-eeu, King-street, Lemon-street, and what 1143. But with reference to what you said about 
is called the Chatham Bai-. This is a house at the the furniture being removed before the end of the 
corner of Chatham-street out of which a penny of month, the people don't know wliat you am pre- 
rates has not been paid for a considerable time. paring to do — how could tliey? — I cannot exactly 

1129. But surely there were goods in those houses say How they hear of our movements, but they 

that could be distrained — assuming you had the power frequently get wind of the action we are taking, and 
of distress ? — There are in some ofthem. In Chatham that may be iiccounted for to some extent in thisway. 
Bar you would get only empty bottles. In order to try and get the rates without having to 

• 1130. What sort of business is carried on there? — resort to any unjdeivsant measimes, the collector sends 

It is supposed to be a tavern ; but there is nothing the person liable a notice, of which I beg to hand you 
carried on there as far as I could see. a copy (copy notice handed in). That is one that I 

1131. Are the houses to which you have referred got printed at my own expense, and is not what is 
situated actually in St. Stephen's-green ? — Yes. Mr. known as a legal notice. It is what may be termed 
Lemon, the landlord, sets them usually for two or three a polite notica 

yeai-s, and lie draws his rent every mouth, imcl, as a 11 44. Are you bound to serve the legal notice after 
matter of fact, the tenant not paying the rent may that? — No; we are not bound, but we are anxious 
walk out at the end of the month — directly the month to be as civil as possible, and we do all we can to get 
is up. the money out of these people quietly, and to avoid 

1132. But does not a tenant, living in such a house, litigation. 

have furniture? — Pes ; he has furniture, 1 suppose. 1145. But when you know so well the character of 

1133. And have you not powerto distrain thatfurni- the tenants with whom you have to deal in cases suck 

turc accoixling to the provisions of the statute? — We as we are now talking of, why do you go to suck 
have, but tlie landlord has a prior claim ; he must get an amount of trouble ? — We do, as I have just said 
his rent, and he sees that he gets it every month. our best to avoid unpleasantness with these people, 

1134. But at the same time if the furniture is there and besides that, we must have some experience of 

is it not answerable, and liable (o be distrained on for their uiiwilliuguess to pay before we resort to harsh 
the rates in those cases in wliich they are not paid ? — measures. Indeed I have sometimes got taxes out of 
It is, certainly ; no doubt it is. these j)eople without veiy great trouble. But it is uo 

1135. And would not such a distress be a facile uncommon thing, when they failiu ti-ade, to get away 
way of securing the payment of the rates instead of out of the house before the year’s rent is quite 
going against those who are the immediate lessors, and due. Tliere are, I may mention, a good many houses 
who so frequently have no means, to levy on the in my wards in wliich it would be utterly useless to 
goods of the occupier? — That would be a hardship in proceed against the occupiers at all. They occupy a 
my opinion. Generally the men wlio live in these room themselves, perhaps two, and they set tlie rest 
bouses are men wlio go into them with the view of of the house. 

trying to impi-ove their position in life — shopkeepers 1 146. And it is in reference to them that you think 

and people of that class — and my three yeais’ ex- the only remedy would be to make the taxes a lien 
perience in the ward is that all those people in the on the house ? — Cei-taiiily. 

long run get smashed— everyone of them. 1147. Mr. Brooks. — D id you hear the evidence 

1136. Mr. Puipps. — Is the bill of sale system at all given yesterday in reference to the Bull-lane property?, 
a difficulty in the cases to which you are now refer- — I did. 

ing? — No; there are no bills of sale at all. 1148. Do you know that property? — Yes ; veiy 

1137. Are these the houses you told us of in well. 

Stephen’s-gi-oen in respect of which litigation has been 1149. Are you aware that a list of the owners of 
going on ? They are, if that is the case, good substan- that property was printed and published about one or 
tial houses in which shopkeeper's have been carrymg two years ago ? — I heard that such was the case. They 
on business ? — Yes ; usually I find that the shop is let asked us to make out such a list, but we were not able 
to one party, and the first floor to a second tenant, and to do so. 

the floor above that again to a third tenant. Very 1150. Do you tliink it is impracticable to recor-er 
fi'equently wo find that there are three settings, such the rates from the tenants on that property ? — The 
as I have d<‘scribed, in one house. occupiers are all weekly tenants. 

1138. Still at the same time there are sufficient 1151. Has the failure to collect the rates on that 

goods in those houses which might be distrained on large and, I may traly say, valuable property — a pre- 
without going on the immediate lessor at all? — perty which pays to the owners cei-tainly a very con- 
There are, but you would want to collect it in such a siderable sum of money yearly — been due to tl»e fact 
way that the rent and the mtes would not run together, that the powers you possess are totally ineffectual to 
because if that were the case the landlord •would put enable you to collect the rates ? — Most assuredly- I 
out the rate collector. got the money atone time from the man who has that 

1139- There can be no doubt about this that as the property — a man named Keogh — I got the lates from 
statute stands you have got the power of distress, and 1871 to 1873 by compounding and making him an 
therefore when you find that the rates are not being allowance of a small sum of money, and I considered 
paid, you can undoubtedly go in and distrain? — Yes; myself remarkably fortunate in getting anything at 
but the furniture would be taken away a month before all out of him. He is a man who is living in a house 
we could distrain. in Mary’s-lane — a wretched, miserable house — and if 

1140. But have you tried the plan I speak of? — . I got any number of warrants there is nothing in his 

Yes ; frequently. place that I could seize. 

1141. And have you suceeded? — Well, in my last 1162. I presume you had no warrant when you 
answer I was wrong in saying “frequently.” I loiow effected the compromise with him? — Cei-tainly not. 
on one occasion it was done last year, and we got the 1153. So that nevertheless when you had that ward 
money, but in that case the man had lots of goods. you succeeded in getting out of him the rates? 

1142. Mr. Murray. — B ut why should it take a — Yes; but I was most fortunate in that; and the 
month to distrain? — Well I can explain that. First strange part of the affair is that I never served a foun 
of all it takes us a week to get out the summons list. Of teen day notice in that locality at all. The proprietors ' 
course we cannot be making out an individual list for on one occasion offered to escort me down the lane, 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



MINUTES OF EVIDENJE. 


G1 


b\it I beggetl to be excused. I remember that I 
liad on a previous occasion a very narrow escape in 
J3o\v-laue, at a time when I had about .£150 on my 

Mr. Murkay. — “W liat steps do you take, in 
lespect of premises, wJiei-e you think tlie valuation 
sliould be altered] — Wc attend to such matters 
wliei-ever we find that proiievty has deteriorated or 
improved, we are bound under tliu Valuation A.ct, 
the l.otl/and 16th Victoria, to return such changes 
totlie Valuation Office each year, say ahoiit November, 

1155. Is there much woik in connexion -with that 
branch of yonr dutie.s ? — Not so very much in tliat res- 
lu'Ct. V"© do the work carefidly, but there is other 
work that falls upon us, and that is far more severe. 

1156. Well whatsteps do you take in respect of the 
valuation] — Wo keep our eyes about us while we are 
carrying on our work of collection, and see ii there are 
any imi>rovements made or deteriorations observable on 
tlie houses in our districts, even to the putting in of 
a sheet of plate gloss, for even tliat is an element of 
inci’ease in the value of a house, and avo take and re- 
turn such a house’ to the Valuation Office. I thhik 
there is a small penalty attached to the nou-pcrformance 
of the duty, biit what the an)ount is I am not cjuite 
certain. In sliort we ai-e never done, we are always 
<ioiiw sometliing, and are in fact the jiivot upon which 
the city turns. 

11-57. Mr. Brooks. — A re any losses of the rates 
oecasioBiod bv tlie attendance of the collectoi’S at the 
Eevision and other Courts] — I do not think so. It 
«tsts, I must say, a deal of Avork upon the collectoi-s in 
after hours, and tliey have to Avork very much harder, 
in order to pull up that Avoi'k. 

1158. Do you think it occasions any retardation of 
tlie collection ] — I do not tliink so, and I never found 
tliat it did. No doubt avo have to Avork doubly liard 
aftenvai’ds to pull it u]-), but Ave do Avork hai-d, and by 
increased activity on tlie ]>art of the collectors, Ave are 
able to accomplish our Avork successfully. 

1159, CiiAiioiAX. — Is tliere any way you could 
suggest by Avhich it Ai’ould be possible to remove the 
necessity for the attendance of the collectors at tliose 
Courts ] — I do not knOAv liow that could be done. 
With reference to the Parliamentary Avork it may be 
jiibtas Avell that I should refer to that ninv. Tlie Avork 
of prepai'ing the Parliamentary A’otei’s list takes about 
ii montl). 

11<!(). But it doe.s not take each man’s time fora 
montli f — Indeed it does, in or about a mouth. 

11()1. Does tlie revision extend imicli longer than a 
)iioiith] — Yes; but there is more than that. You 
asked Mr. Crofton a question yesterday in reference to 
tlie i-ate book answei'iiig all purposes, but yon must 
liear in mind tJiat althongli Ave have tlie rate book jier- 
fectly correct as far as Ave can, as regards the occupiei’S, 
still there is another tiling, there are Avhat are called 
claims to get parties on tlie franchise, and ai'o are bound 
to answerto the Revising Bai'risters a.s to Avliat AveknoAv 
in connexion with those matters, under the G3rd section 
of the Act. Wo are not bound to put Aveeldyor monthly 
tenants on the register at all. Wli'eii Ave get the 
luting notices and avo go round the Avards, Ave see 
that tliere aie no changes in the tenants, in order to be 
able to ansAver the ReA'ising Barrister. If there is a 
yearly tenant, of course avg are bound to put tliat man 
on the rate book. The fact of not ] putting men on the 
lute book causes claims to be sei'ved cveiy year to get 
paities the franchise. 

1162. Youi' duty in referoiire to that is, as far a.s I 
uiideistiiiid you, that Avhen the chiijii is served you 
niiike all the inquiries you can, and then attend before 
the Revising Barrister and you ansAver, upon oath, 
wliether the claimaint is or is not in residence ? — Yes, 
we arc the umpire to decide betAveen the tAvo gciitle- 
Jiieii Avho appear for the Conservatives and Liberals, 
and then the Revising Biu-rister takes oui' word'.^ 

1163. You are not the um|)ire as regards the hiAv, 
but simple as to the facts ] — Yes, Aveare tlie umjiires 
as to tlic facts. 


1164. And it is upon oath you make your state- 
ment ? — No ; but we can be sworn if it is desired. 

116.5. But you can give no opinion as regards tlie 
law] — No; we can only speak as to tlie facts, that 
is all. What Ave do is, Ave inquire into tlie claims 
and Ave report to the Barrister in Court AvliatAve kiioAV 
of the parties. I think it is only right, since I am 
here, to touch upon anotlier matter, and that is in 
refeieiice to the declarations, Ycry frequently parties 
come into tlie office to pay their taxes and the money 
cannot be taken unless the cashier takes the entire 
assessment, and it not unfrequently happens that par- 
ties Avlio come to tlie office witli the intention of paying 
at least a portion of their taxes, have to go away Avith- 
out doing so. The reason is, that those declaretions 
cannot be calculated. That Avork lias of late years 
been cast ujion the collectors, Avhereas heretofore it 
Avas done up-stairs by the clei'ks in the office. 

1166. At Avhat period did that Avoi'k cease to be 
done by tlie clerks, and when Avas it throAvii upon the 
collectors] — That is a question that I think the chief 
clerk could better answer you. All I knoAv is, that 
I liaA-e liad to do it since 1871. 

1167. Mr. Murray. — Y ou may remem beryousliowed 
us the fonu of your collecting book. Would youapproA-e 
of this foi’m(]iandiiigthe document to Avitness)Avhicliis 
one recommended by the Local Gov'ernment Board, 
and in use in other parts of Ireland. Don’t you think 
that form Avould be an imprevement on the one you 
noAv use, if it Avas made up in the office as far as the 
column “Amount to be collected ]’’ — Well, Ave Avould 
require in addition the A’arioiis assessments, Avhei’eas 
only one is given in this, and Ave Avoukl liave to give 
the “ Consolidated Rate,” and the “Domestic Water 
Rate.” 

1168. Certainly, you Avould have to alter this form 
in that res])cct ] — Well if that Avere done, this form 
Avoukl do very Avell ; but as far as regards our sources, 
no more peifect check-book could be found than 

[The aiTear sheets for the Royal Exchange Ward, 
and for the Mansion House Wai'd for the year 1876, 
Avere pub in by the Avitaiess in evidence.] 

1 1 69. Chairmax. — S ome of the Commissioners have 
just been looking through the aiTCar sheets for 1876 
furnished by you to the Collector-General, and tliey 
have observed some large sums {as to Avliich no oliser- 
vatioii has been made by you) which appear upon tliose 
aiTear sheets. The Commissioners are desirous of 
liaA'iiig some explanation in l eference to them. The 
first is the case of Richard Ballai’d, in Ai hicli two 
sums are returned as due by liim, namely, a sum of 
^28 18s. \d. and £31 9s. 2d. That is in the Mansion 
House Ward ] — That man is insolvent. 

1170. Was he insolvent at the time that sheet Avas 
sent out ] — Yes, he Avas, 

1171. Wlien you say insolvent, was ho actually at 
tliat time in bankruptcy ] — Well, as to that I cannot 
decidedly say, but tliis much 1 knoAV, that there Avas 
a composition offered. He was a bootmaker, and 
could not give more tlian 2s. in the pound. He Avas 
to my own knoAvledge in the Insolvent Coiiit. 

1172. Mr. Brooks. — I stliattliemaiiAvhohad ateni- 
))crance hotel in Yoi’k-street i — No; it is not the same 

1173. Was not one of these tAvo sums recovered at 
all ? — Not a shilling of them. 

1174. Hoav did it liappeii that Avlicn smidiug in that 
sheet you did not make any observations in reference 
to either of those sums] — I cannot tell you. f be- 
lieve I (lid not like to return them as insolvent ; 1 did 
not like to l usli at tlie thing, and write off tliose tAvo 
sums as ii'recovei'able. 

1175. Mr. Puipps. — Will those two sums appear 
ill the insolvent list for 1877 ] — I fancy tliey Avill. 

1176. Chairman. — Siipjiosing you Av-ere remaking up 
your sheets for the same Avards, having I’egai d to the Avay 
in which tliat is draAvn up noAv, I presume tliat gentle- 
man’s name Avould ajipeai' in your sheets 'foi' 1877 ? — 
Most assuredlv, unless I thought it Avas hoiieless to 
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ft.'tj.'Rct to get the money, and then I would write the 
iimouut off as insolvent or returned. 

1177. Mr. Phipps. — T hen it would drop out of 
your collection without having been noticed by the 
Collector-General 1 — Certainly. 

1 178. JIv. Brooks. — W ill the premises of the future 
holder or occupier be liable for those taxes ? — Not at 
all. 

1179. Chairjias. — A re those premises stilloccupied? 

1180. By wliom? — I suppose by Mr. Ballard still. 

1181. And is Mr. Ballard’s property iu those 
premises now exempt from liability on account of 
the arrears of taxes 1 — Ballard has no pi-operty, 
nor has he any work of his own. The work he sells 
in his shoj) is supplied' fiom England, and he sells it 
on commission. Plis stock is not worth more than a 
couple of pounds. 

1182. His jjroperty consists of the stock in the 
sho]> which is English work, and which is sent to him 
to sell on commissioE? — Yes. 

1183. Bid you ever try to distrain on those good.s 1 
— There was a warrant against him for the money, 
but we could get nothing. 

1184. During the time of yourcollectoi'ship for the 
ward wlien these sums were due, did yon often see 
Ballard’s shop with stock iiiiti — I saw very little 
stock ill it, 

1185. Was he carrying on busLuessl — He was 
carrying on a sort of business, just keeping the shoji 
open, that style of business. 

1186. Bid you make any effort from July until the 
mouth f)f September to realize from the stock on his 
premises?— No, we satisfied ourselves of the fact that 
the stock was not Ballard’.s own projierty, and the chief 
clei'k thought it was useless to take proceedings against 
him. 

1187. But still if there were any goods in the 
house don’t you think it would be desirable to lei'y off 
them for the rates I — Yes, but the landloixl has the 
first claim. 

1188. But the landlord would have no right to 
walk in before you? — Yes, not only would he have a 
right to walk in before me, but he could turn me out. 

1189. It is ipiite true that the landlord might dis- 
train without going to any court at all, but at the same 
time if you got posses.sion of tlie goods the landlord 
does not possess the power of turning you out ? — He 
has even then tlie power of turning mo out. He has 
the first claim ; it would be a perfect waste of public 
money to take and sue such a man, 

1190. The next name I find upon that list is that 
of Robert Wheatly in respect of two very lai'gc sums — 
.£87 5®, 8(Z. and .£41. There is no' observation made 
by you with reference to those two sums. What ex- 
planation can you now give of that case, or is there 
any explanation ? — Yes, the explanation is this ; Be 
tween Wheatly and Lemon, the landlord, there was 
some difficulty. Wheatly is a man of straw, and 
occupies a room in Hardwicke-street, and from him 
notlhiig could be realized. 

1191. Are these two sums assessed upon Wheatly 

by reason of his being the immediate lessor? Yes, 

1192. What was the difficulty to whicli you re- 
ferred ? — Wlieatly said that Lemon was to pay the 
taxes, and when I went to Lemon he told me di.stinctly 
tliat Wheatly never jiaid him any of the rents. 

1193. That is not the case to which you i-efen-ed as 
being one in wliich there was litigation ? — It is a simUar 

1194. Did Mr. Lemon tell you that Wlieatly was 
paying no rent? — Yes; since then I believe Mr, 
fjeinon has got one of the houses from him, and has 
jiaid the rates. 

1195. And is there no property in those houses? — 
Well, I may say none. They are let in tenements of 
Is. 6rf. and 2s. each, and you may easily imagine the 
kind and the extent of the jiroperty in them. 

HOC. Is the sum of £87 5s. 8d, the amount of the 
assessment upon a single house ? — No, that is the as- 


sessment on three houses — 13, 13, and 14. They ar^ 
situate in South King-stroet. 

1197. What does the £41 consist of? — That is for 
one single house, No. 21. He has since got rid of that 
house. 

1108. Is it a fact that in a place like South Kinir 
street, where a house is valued at £16, the arrears of 
taxes amount to £41 ? — Yes, the taxes due are £ 4 I 
and the valuation is £16. ’ 

1199. During what period was the £41 mimiu-j?— 
That sum would cover about six year.s. 

1200. And during what period -u'as the £87 Os. 8d 
running ? — About the same time. 

1201. \yiiat is the valuation of each of those three 
houses? — I could not recollect. 

1202. What is the aggi-egate valu.ation ?_About 
£38. 

1203. They were let iu tenements to roomkeepers ? 
— Yes. 

1204. And there were no goods in them tliat could 
be taken? — That is the case. If we got a distrainino 
warrant it would be utterly useless to do so, because 
the goods ca]>ahle of seizure would not, I can assure 
you, pay the cost of cartage to Dillon’s Auction 
Rooms. 

1205. Then, there is the case of John Wail, who 
owes a sum of £32 ; for what period is that due 1— 
Well, that man pays by degrees. 

1306. For what period is that £32 due? — That is 
for one year. 

1207. And what is the value of that house ? £80. 

1208. Has he paid that sum since you made out 
this sheet ? — I don't know. 

1209. Was there any reason why that man was un- 
able to pay in the year 1876 ? — He always paid one 
year within another. He was sued every year and 
paid on a warrant. 

1310. In otlier words, he paid liis taxes for the year 
1876 some time iu 1877 ? — Yes, he was in sti-aitened 
circumstances, iind some one told me he had gone to 
China, 

1211. Is the house still occupied? — Yes. 

1212. Are there goods in it? — Yes; it is occupied 
by very respectable people — by people in very respec- 
table circumstances. 

1213. Now, we will take the Royal Exchange 
Ward for a moment. There is the case of Joseph 
Maher ? — As long as I was on tliat ward I never got a 
penny of taxes out of those premises. I did not Liow 
whom to suo. 

1214. How -was the business carried on? — The 
house was set in lodgings. 

1215. What is the valuation of it? — £52. 

1316. Surely a house of this kind valued at £52, 
and set in lodgings, must have had in it furnitui-e that 
could be made available for the taxes ? — We could not 
tell whom to sue or wlio was the owner. We could get 
no satisfaction. If we sued and seized the goods'of 
the wrong peraou tliere would he a iine action against 
the Collector-General. We have no power to compel 
anyone to give us the coiToct names of the owner or 
occupier ; we arc quite in tlie dark. 

1317. Any difficulty iu a case of that kind would 
be got over by making your law analogous to the 
Poor Laws, and thus enable you to seize under a dis- 
tress warrant the goods of any person on the premises? 
— Yes, certainly; but if you take some of tlie bad 
jn-operty of the City of Dublin, even that law would 
not lie worth anything. It miglit he very effectual 
in some cases, but certainly not in othoi-s. 

1218. In some of the important streets it would be 
of use? — Yes, there it would be effectual, but not in 
the bad streets. 

1219. Then, there is tlie case of Patrick Clarke, 
who is in arrear to the sum of £23 Is. Od? — That is 
the case I have been referring to as a tenant of Mr. 
Lemo’n’s. 

1 220. That is the case in which the litigation arose ? 
— Yes, precisely; the same. 

1221. I see a number of houses here in the other 
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wal'd also Tvbicli appoai’ to be assessed on 3Ir. Graham 
Lamon in varying sums, one of ■which is £18 Is. Zd., 
;ui(l another £35 9s. Zd. I — Yes. 

1222. Are those the houses about which tlic liti- 
gation arose? — No. 

1223. Tiiat case is disjiosod of? — Decidedly. 

1224. Has Mr. Graliam L(imnn got much property 
iu the City of Dublin ?— A good deal, but I never 
realized a shilling poundage out of it after dl my 
trouble. 

122.0. Ai'e these houses of Graham Lemon's let to 
iniddlcmen, aud then let to the tenants ? — They 
are let to the occupying tenants certainly, to whom 
he sets for three yciu-s or so, and collects his rents 
inouthly- 

1226. Are these cases of Graham Lemon’s those of 
an immedia te lessor — between the peraon in occupa- 
tion and himself — or does tlie person in occupation hold 
from himself? — The peraon holds from himself. 

1227. Ho'w is it that Mr. Graham Lemon’s tenants 
;tp]>oar to be always so poverty-stricken as not to be 
able to pay the rates? — I think I can answer you that 
ipiestion from iuquiiios that I have made. For in- 
stance, in South King-street, where I sued and ■was 
.successful against liim, he did not appeal against the 
rating notice there. The houses were valued at £12, 
and setting for £38 or £40 — botli of those houses, 10 
aud 11, were in that position. Upon tliose houses I 
recovered the taxes. 

1228. Wei'e those houses set to single tenants? — 
No. Originally they were in this position — one was 
set to a man named Graham, and another to a man 
named hlichael Gaul. "When the litigation occurred 
in connexion with that case, and it was before Blr. 
Mooney, the law agent to the Collector-General, Gra- 
liam and Gaul were still yearly tenants, mul both 
owed Graham Lemon money, and he stated that he 
mci'ely went in to collect the rents to ]jay himself. I 
subsequently, however, discovered that ho had inade a 
separate setting of the lower portion of the premises, 
and liad taken under his own immediate control the 
collection of the rents. That couree rescinded 
the agreement, and when I made the discovery he 
“knocked under” and did not go further, aud paid the 
taxes. 

1229. ]\Ir. Brooks. — In this case of Ballaixl’s do 
you mean to say that you have never attempted to 
seize? — Certainly not ; the warrant officer had a war- 
rant, hut he never seized. 

1230. But the premises contained property iu the 
sliapc of now boots and shoes ? — I might safely say 
that I |5robahly never saw more than £2 worth iu the 
shop at any one time. 

1231. Aud therefore not sufEcient to pay for the 
distress? — Certainly not. And I may mention that 
tliat same man has got an interest in the house opjio- 
site his own, of which he is rated as tlie owner. 

1232. You say that if you were to attempt to seize 
the landlord would in all probability intervene? — 
Certainly. 

1233. Is not that alone capable of this construction 
— that the landlord receives his rent from Ballard, and 
enables Ballar-d to evade the payment of tlie taxes ? — 
Precisely. 

1234. He may be in collusion with him, and thereby 
obtain a higher rent ? — Precisely ; and that is what I 
said hi the early part of my examination. We can 
make no contract with those peo]ile at all who are the 
landlords to get their houses properly set to good- 
I'.ayiug tenants ; and, therefore, I say the liouses ought 
to be made responsible for the taxes, because we can 
make no bra-gain with the landlord at all, 

1235. It may be the interest of the owner that the 
occupier sliould evade tlie taxes ? — Perhaps so. If a 
landlord chooses to put on a house i-alued at £38 a 
year the monstrous rent of about £108, how is the 
shopkeeper able to support himself at all and pay such 
a rent to the landlord ? I know another instance of a 
house valued at £60, and on which tlie rentis £200, and 
the taxes bring it u]i to £220. It is impossible that 


the man who has such a house as that, with such a An. 4, isrs. 

burden on him, can get on. He is simply working 

for his landlord. ’ ^ 

1236. How many persons do you sujiposo live in 
the houses in South King-street ? — There might be four 
families in each. 

1237. If you were to distrain aud to remove the 
furniture, such as it is, from one of those houses, you 
would prevent the landlord or tlie owner from deriving 
any profit from the house, and would not the efl'ect be 
tJiat yon would compel him to make provision for the 
payment of the taxes? — I might in tliat particular 
ease. 

1238. You sec the effect of your distraining would 
bo that you would dispossess the unfortunate tenants 
when you removed their miserable effects, but you 
would also deprive the landlord of the great profit rent 
that he is now receiving? — But woidd I have any 
right, or would I be justified in carrying a man’s bed 
aud bedding out of his house, for that is the sum total 
of what the majority of such people are worth ? It is 
the strongest piece of furniture in the house. 

1239. You are now assisting the owners and occu- 
jiiers to evade the payment of the taxes by permitting 
them to retain their furniture, jioortliough it may be? — 

I don’t know whether I would really have power to take 
it or not. If I am iiot mistaken, according to the pro- 
visions of the lltli & 12th of Victoria, we must leave 
£5 worth of goods after us. 

1240. Mr. Pirii’ps. — In case.s whore tlie people a}i- 
jioai- to have no stock, have you any power of searcli to 
ascertain whether there is any stock concealed or hid- 
den away ? — We have no such power. 

1241. You would go into a house and arrive at 
your conclusion from what you saw ? — From what I 
saw, certainly. 

1242. But at the same time, although the stock is 
not exhibited to you, there maybe avast quantity put 
out of sight? — In the case I spoke of I do not believe 
there is any sucli thing. 

1243. Therefore it might be necessary to search the 
premises to see whether there was any value ? — Gene- 
rally sjieaking I go into those places, and I can see 
what the furniture consists of and what is about its 
value. 

1244. "We are talking about stock tliougli. In such 
a case as tliat the people might be able to put stock 
into drawers, boxes, and shelves, and they might have 
a considerable amount of value unknown to yon? — I 
could not ahrays be deceived. 

1245. At any rate you have no power to take a man 
with you to search the place? — Not at all. 

1246. Mr. Brooks. — I n your opinion as an expert, 
would not the effect of your contiiuiallj' distraining 
upon those poor persons who are the means of provi- 
ding the owner with a large income be to enable them 
to evade the payment of the rent ? — In this particular 
case of IMr. Lemon’s of course it would, but he sees 
no objection now, aud pays the taxes regularly upon 
those premises. 

1247. But I am speaking of South King-street ? — I 
am speaking of that place too. 

1248. I am speaking of tlie houses there in arrear — 

Wlieatly’s house, for instance? — Yes. Those are the 
houses that I also am alluding to. 

1249. As I understand this case of Whcatly’s, wo 
have premises iu the immediate vicinity of the best 
part of Dublin — South King-street, which is close to 
Graftou-street aud Stephen’s-green, paying owners 
very handsome profits — very handsome rents — while 
both the occiijiiera and landlord evade tlio payment of 
rates. That is theii- condition.' The expert who is 
now before us tells us that he cannot seize upon the 
goods because they would not pay for the distress? — 

Breciboly. 

1250. I want to know wlietlier — though tliey might 
not pay for the distress — the ultimate result would be 
to receive the rates from the landlord ? — It might be 
so. It would be a roundabout way to go— to seizr 
and get nothing. 

K. tl 
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y«n. 4, 1878. 1251. But if the I'ouudaboufc way would be ofTec- 

, ,1^ tual 1 — T would not like to say it would be effectual, 

' ' 1252. Mr. Phipps. — In the end it must tend 

towards checking the system, I think. 

Witness. — Tliere is another thing upon wliich I wish 
to touch — as to late payments by the better class of 
people. I must refer you to the reports of the Col- 
lector-General of 1872, 1873, and 1874. 

1253. CuAiKMAN. — But now, as you have referred 
to tluat, does not the collection rest with tlie Collector- 
General and his officers ? Have not they power to see 
that peojile in a good position who decline to pay their 
rates at an early period of tlie year should do so '? — It 
is the last half of the year T speak of, not the entire of 
the rates; because if any rates are not paid to me by 
the first week in August mypi-actice is to summon di- 
rectly for the wiiolc year ; but we could not .summon 
for tlie whole year until about that time. 

12-54. But do I understand you that persons in good 
position and good mean.s pay the first lialf-yeitv, and 
not the last half-year 1 — Precisely, until very late ; and 
the collectors have to call for this payment about five 
times. 

1255. Do these cases often occur in your collectioni 
— Yes, frequently. 

12.56. Is it not in your power to correct this to a 
great extent by commencing to distrain early in Octo- 
ber. If a man be respectable, tliere is no reason why 
he should not ]iay his rates like anothei', or whv you 
should not levy upon his house; and next year he 
will, in all prohahility, pay up 1 — That might be so ; 
but at tliat season a great many people are paying up, 
and for a collector to take out a summons then, it 
would be ruinous. 

12-57. But if done one year, the class of pereons you 
speak of would never allow it to occur again. 

1258. Mr. Murray. — Give the names of some of 
the persons in your district whom you have in your 
minrl ? — I can give you my book ; but I would not 
like to individualize the names, if possible. A great 
many people do not like to pay till the 31st December. 

1250, Chairm.^n. — A question has been asked 
about giving the naino.s of those j)ersons. Now, I 
should not liave the slightest hesitation in asking any 
collector to give the names, seeing that we are entitled 
to have them, of jiorsons who appear to be setting tlie 
law at defiance, but I think if it is represented that per- 
sons in a good position in Dublin do not pay the rates 
when the collectora have the means of levying, the fault 
re.sts with the Collector-General’s office rather than 
witli the ratepayera ; for, if not enforced, they may 
■say, we will go as long as we can without paying. 

}fitiiess. — Certainly. If you wore to see our office 
on the 31st December, it is more like the pit of the 
Theatre E-oyal on an opera night, or the Gaiety. 
Thei-e could not be less than 120 peo))le in it. It is 
badly lit with gas, and badly ventilated. 

1260, As regards a great number of pereons — are 
they not persons, as far as you could judge, aide to 


pay three or four mouths before 1 — I don’t know ; tint 
is a question I cannot answer. I can tell youthLv 
that there are many of them in business who could 
not jiayuntil the 31st December. 

1261. Are they pei-sons who have goods in their 
shops each day? — Not a doubt about that. 

1262. As a collector, do you deny that it w;^ the 
fault of the CoIIector-Geueral’s office that the I'ates 
were not enforced from those persons at an earlier 
])criod of the year, instead of allowing them to go on 
till the last period of the year ? — December is a moiitli 
in which we could not summon, because there is n 
quantity of rates coming in, and it would take up a 
great deal of our time to take out summonses at that 
particular time ; but I intend to summon earlier next 
year than usual — that is this year. 

1263. We do not think it would be a fair thing to 
press for the name.s of persons who say, “we cannot 
pay until the 31st December, because we like to make 
use of the money in business, in the meantime.” If 
the}' are allowed to do that, the reflection is not so 
much upon them, who are perfectly justified in makino 
use of the money, so long as they are allowed to do so, 
but upon the office for allowing them to keep it so 
long. Do you think it a good system that the pav- 
ments should be made to the collector in his district, 
or to the office? — It is all the same to us. I can safelv 
say that a great deal of money has been turned out of 
the office. 

1264. Mr. Brooks. — Why? 

Witness . — Sometimes on account of the declarations, 
and sometimes it is so crowded that the people cannot 
wait, and they walk offi 

1265. Chaiejias. — I s not that ratliev an aignment 
tliat all the money should be paid in tlie district ? — I 
would be very glad that the cash office was abolished, 
and that the collectors should attend tliere one day in 
the week. I would take my oivn money, and get tho 
declarations calculated. As to the money paid into tlie 
office, it is all the same to me, as I get my poundage on 
the money paid into the office. 

1266. How would you meet tlie case of prefessional 
men who are not always in their houses, and who 
would like to send a cheque for the amounts of rates 
at once? Would you have a separate office? — They 
caii send it to the Collector-General. Such cheques 
are sent every day in the week. He enters in his 
book the amount, and he sends for me and says ; — 
“ Here is a cheque for so and so ; send a receipt.” 

1267. Then you ^rould abolish the receiving 
clerk, and have the money collected by the collector, 
or sent to him in the ordinary way? — Precisely ; but 
it is the duty of the collectors to go early to profession!il 
gentlemen — barristers, attorneys, and doctors. It is 
troublesome no doubt, but we try to do our business. 
I do not want to shirk any responsibility, I rather 
like to do my business as best I can, and to get facili- 
ties for doing it. 


Mr. William Weathkrup examined. 


Mr- William 
IV«atlie)'i:p. 


1268. Chaihman, — W hen was it you became rate 
collector for the city? — 20th January, 1868. 

1269. Did you serve for some tune under Mr. Staun- 
ton ? — I did. 

1270. At the time that you came to the office was 
the staff of the office the same as it is at present? — I 
think there is one clerk less than there was then, 

1271. Is the number of collectors the same? — The 
number of collectors is the same. 

1272. When you went there was the system, as re- 
gards making up the collectors’ books, the same as it 
is now, aud as we have heard described by Mr. 
MTntyre and Mr. Croftou? — That is to make tlie 
books up in the same way. 

1273. Yes? — The books were made out in the same 
way, but at a difforcut time of the year I might say. 

1274. What time of the year were they made out 


then? — On the 20th January, or perhaps the 26tli 
Januaiy. When I went to the office firat ail the 
collectors were out collecting with the exception of 
myself. TJioy had got their books and notices before my 
time and were at work. When I went there Mr- 
Hanlon handed me the book and I went to work at 
once. At present, and for some years back, the books 
have not been given to us until March, and even some 
of them so late as Api-il. 

1275. That was the case in 1868 ^ — Yes, in the year 
1868. 

1276. Was the same thing done in the year 1869? — 
I think so. 

1277- And did the change in the system commence 
when Mr. Moylan became Collector-General 1 — It did- 

1278. As far as you are aware was there any occa- 
sion for that change in the office? — The business in 
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tlui office seemed to be heavier in some -way. I could 
ijot account for it in any other way. It seemed to be 
not got through. 

1279- What I mean is tliis ; — Has there been any 
loi’islative change tlirowing more business on the office 
iii^lSTl as compared with 1868 and 1869 1 — I do not 
tliiuk so. 

1280. Butdid you find that immediately after Mr. 
Jloylau went there, there was this delay in giving you 
t.he'notices and books 1 — I found that in each year we 
irot them a little later. 

1281. Did you find that getting your books so early 
fls the month of January, facilitated you very con- 
siderably during the year in your work of collection ? 
— Ves. 


1282. And were you able at that time to collect as 
parlv as the month of February 1 — I don’t know exactly 
:it wliat time we took out the receipts. I could not 
lii'iiig my memory to bear. What we generally did 
waste serve some of the notices in the best sti’cets ; 
for instance as I am doing now in Mount-street, 
Hei'bert-street, and Baggot-street. Then immediately 
after the notices are served we take ouc the receipts ; 
but we did take out our receipts earlier in former 
yeai-s than at present. 

1283. Was there any other change in the system 
since Mr. Moylan came as compared with tlie previous 
sv.stenil — There were changes as regards the declani- 
tions. When I went to the office first, if a declaration 
Wii.s liandeil in by a ratepayer to-day, it would be done 
ill a day or two — taken up to the inspector, who put 
his name on it, and gave it to the clerk tliei-e at the 
time, Mr. Ferguson, who entered it upon the ledger, 
so tliat if anyone came in to pay his rates the ledger 
showed how much he had to pay. That has dropped 
out altogether now. 

1284. In those days were the declarations prepared 
by tlic collectors or in the office 1 — The foundations of 
the declarations were made, of course, first by the 
ratepayer and then handed to the collector. The 
collei.-tor handed them to the inspector, and the inspec- 
tor having made the inspection put his name to them, 
and said “remit rate from so and so.” They were 
tlien bunded to his clerk, Mr. Ferguson, who worked 
them out, deducting the amounts and putting tliem on 
the ledger. Then if a penson came in to pay he could 
pay at once, whereas now the collector must make up 
the eleductiou as best he can ; and no money can be 
tidceii without the collector being in tlie house, so that 
tlie case to which Jlr. hITntyre alluded of tendering 
tlie rates and their not being taken would not have 
arisen as far as a house unoccupied for paid of a year 


goes. 

li’d.'i. Was the making out of the aiTcar sheets at 
that time the same as now? — Yes. 

1280, Were you aware before tlie books were 
examiuedthatin Mr. Staunton'stiine there were arrears 
entered in the office ledgers? — I was. 

1287. And wei-e you so aware in 1870 — wore you 
aware of it before to-day ? — I was. 

1288. At the time Mr. Staunton was keeping the 
books do you know if any use was made of the entries 
ill the office ledger of the arrears for the purpose of 
clic'ckiug or in any way verifying tlie arrear slieets sent 
in by the collectors? — Well, no ; I cannot answer that. 
1 don’t know whether in my time I understood before 
that those arrear sheets used to be checked by one of 
tlie clerks in the office with the ledger. I cannot re- 
collect now whether it was done witli me or not, because 
M r. Staunton at tire time I went there was very old 
and feeble, and he was not often in the office. 

1289. Who was the chief clerk at that time? — Mr. 
Taaffe senior. 

1 290. Had he been in the office from the time it was 
started? — He had been in the office from the time it 
was stai-ted. 

1291. To what ward were you put at the time you 
went in first ? — The Mountjoy Waixl. 

1292. Is that considered one of the good wards of 
tliH city 08 regards the property in it? — It was better 


then than now. Tire property of tire North side, es- /<in. < 
pecially Summer-hill, the very centi-e of the ward, has 
gone down gi-eatly. The Mountjoy Wiud is not as we’aiUe 
good as it was. 

1293. How long did you continue to collect in that 
ward? — Three years. 

1294. And did you find at the end of the three years 
by the returns whether the rates were better collected 
than when you went there first ? — I think they were 
— they were better. 

1295. And did you find that by being continued in 
the ward for thi-ee yeai's tliat each year you had greater 
facilities for collecting the rates ? — I did, sir. 

1296. At the end of that period to what ward were 
you transfen-ed? — To the North Dock Ward in the 
vicinity of the Custom House and down to the North 
Wall. 

1297. Was that as fiur as regards facilities of collec- 
tion a better ward than the Jlountjoy Ward ? — It was. 

1298. That is, you collected more easily? — I col- 
lected more easily. 

1299. At what date were you transferred to tliat ? 

—I think in 1871— in 1871, 1872 and 1873 I was 
there. 

1300. Was there any special reason, so far as you 
are aware, for being transferred to that ward, or wa.s 
it in accordance %vith the office rule of beuig transfen-ed 
every three years ? — There was a little. There was a 
collector who went away out of the office, and the 
North Dock Ward became vacant in tlie montli of 
November, just at the end of my three years, and 1 
collected the two waixls for one month. The three 
years happened to be up ; and I was transfen-ed to the 
North Dock Ward under the usual system; but I 
think the reason of my being transferred to that ward 
was that I had been collecting in it for a month. 

1301. Was that in a better or woise state than the 
Mountjoy Ward ? — On account of the collector going 
away I think it was worse. 

1302. But as far as the property was concerned it 
was more easOy collected? — Moi-e easOy collected. 

1303. According to your experience in that ward, 
did its paying power increase or decrease ? — Increase, 

1304. There is no doubt about that? — ThePortand 
Docks Board used to pay a large sum which they have 
ceased to pay. I left the ward in a better state than 
when I got it. 

1 305. Did the assessment of the Port and Docks 
Board still remain on the assessment books ? — It 
did. 

1306. And therefore it would appear in the an-eai-.s ? 

— It would appear in the an ears. 

1307. And that was the subject of litigation going 
on for a considerable time between the Port and Docks 
Board, and tlie Collector-Oeneral of rates ? — Yes. 

1308. So that, properly speaking, that would not 
be uncollectible arrears — there was a question of law? 

— There was a question oflaw. 

Mr. Phipps. — T he Collector-General’s statement of 
arreai-s in respect of the North Dock Ward, is as fol- 
lows In 1871, collectible £2,302 ; in 1873, col- 
lectible £110 ai-rears ; in 1871, doubtful, £1,079 ; 
and in 1873, doubtful, £5,976. 

1309. The CHAiitstAS. — I presume under the head- 
ing “ doubtful” is included the subject of litigation ? — 

I tliiuk so. I could not exactly say now. 

1310. Do you remember how much that was? — I 
do not. 

1311. Accoixlingtomy recollection it was something 
about £3,000 ?— It was. 

1312. After you remained there for three years 
did you go to another waixl ? — I went to two wards — 

South Dock and Trinity. 

1313. Were these wards better or worse as far as 
regards facilities of collection tlian the wards yon were 
transferred from ? — I think they were better — the 
South Dock was bettei-. 

1314. And have you been collectmg in it since? — 1 
have been collecting in it since for four years. 

1315. And during the time you have been in that 
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Jan. 4, 1878. lias there been an improvement in the percentage col- 
jjr \viuiam looted this year ? — About the same ; it may bo a little 
wJatUtrup. better ; it is much about the same. 

Mr. Pmrps. — South Dock Waixl in 1874, collect- 
ible, £831; 1876, collectible, £317; in 187-t doubtful, 
£2,870 ; and in 187G, doubtful .£08. 

ih-inity ward, 1874, collectible, £1,423; 1S76, col- 
lectible, £623; doubtful, 1874, £442 ; doubtful, 1876, 
£251. 

1316. Ckaikmax. — I s your experience all the time 
you liavebeen tlierc from 1868 \7p to the pi-esent time 
against or in favoui' of transferring collectors from one 
Avard to the otJier 1 — I would leave them in tlic one 
ward. 

1317. Have you found Avith each year you continue 
itj a ward your means of collecting iuci'easel — It 
does. 

1318. And I SAippose by that your means of dis- 
charging in. a satisfactory Avay your other duties — as, 
for instance, making out tlie jurors list, and discharging 
your duty in connexion with the Parliamentary and 
Municipal franchise, increase? — It does. 

1319. Are you aAvarc of any advantage that is to 
bo gained, or of any disadvantage that is to be avoided 
by the transfer eveiy two or tliroe yeai'.s of collectors? 
— I don't see any advantage of cluuigiug them at all. 

1320. Or do you think if a collector Avas alloAved 
to remain in a wai'd say for a longer period than throe 
yoai's, an injury would lilcely arise to couuteiA'ail the 
corresponiling advantage ?— I thinlr not. 

1321. It has been suggested that if a collector re- 
mained ill a Avard for a longer period than three yeai-s 
there Avould be a likelihood of jiarties being alloAved 
to run into an'ear? — 1 don't think tliat Avould be the 
case. 1 have been disappointed by forty-nine persons, 
and I have a summons at law at pi'eseut against the 
forty-nine, to sIioav tlieni they cannot do so again ; and 
besides, if you knoAv the peojile in your wai-d they Avill 
not clLsappoiut you. These ai-e respectable people tliat 
I have mentioned. 

1322. Wlien then do you take active measures — I 
don’t mean by Avriting, soliciting, or sending thi-eatcn- 
iug letters — but active laAv mea.sures, to recover rates ? 
— In the iiresent year. 

1323. For the assessment of the present year? — 
About Jul}’’. 

1324. And from July to the cud of the year do 
you go on Avith the law proceedings against defaulters? 
— I must have three nr four sets of summonses against 
parties. 

1325. Is it your practice to allow persons Avhether 
they be in a good or in an humble position, to rim on 
until October or November, or the end of December 
without paying? — Do you mean for the whole or the 
half year? 

1326. For the half year? — We do for the half year, 
for it is the custom of the office. 

1327. You bring the half year Avithin the year? — 
We do not summon the paities; it has become a 
practice. 

1328. Wliat I understand is, though you begin to 
take pi-oceedings in July, it is only against peraons 
who have not paid the first lialf year? — ^Yes, those 
pei-soiis would be considerable avIio have not paid tlie 
tirat half year. 

1329. Having regard to the fact that considerable 
numbei-s of peisoii.s alloAv tho rates to run on to tlie 
last day, for tiic second half year you should commence 
to take jiroccedings, say, at least in November or 
October?-— I Avould say October. 

1330. Is tho only reason you have not done so 
hitherto the ju-actice of the office? — The practice of 
flic office. 

1331. Is that a recognised jiracticc? Is tlici-e a 
ilistiiiet rule on it, or how is it the practice lias growir 
up ? — lliere is no regular rule ; it has become a practice 
from year to 3 'car. 

1332. Do you think if that was done away Avith, in 
the foiioAving year a considerable amount of rate Avould 
bo paid up in the early part of tho year without legal 


proceedings, or tlie necessity of threatening them ? 1 

do. 

1333. Do you agree Avitli Mr. MTntyre that tli^re 
are numbers of persons who have means of payinT 
wlio allow the rates to run on until the end of 
the year, knoAving they Avon’t be enforced ! — 1 do • 
a man says, “ What a fool I Avoiild be to pay my rates 
until the last moment. I will keep them as Ion" as I 
can.” I received for tho last tAvo days of the year 
over £2,000. 

1334. And had you to go to the houses for that 
money, or did the people come to you? — I had to gi> 
to the houses for a good deal of it ; some of it came in 
letters ; and some of it Avas paid at the office. Each 
collector is bound to be at the office for one hour 
in the da}'. 

1336. IT]) to the present could you tell us Avliat 
Avere tlie causes of the deficiency in each year ? — One of 
tlie causes of the deficiency is, that there are. no rates 
charged on vacant liouses, insolvency of premises, and 
that Avheuever -tliere is rating on the books it is 
charged against the Collector-General ; tliat is, tliei'o 
may not be inhabitable houses, insolvency, and 
vacaoc}', and people ninning aAray — people may keep 
houses for tliree, four, five, or six months and then 
give them up, and that is one of the causes. 

1336. Have you ever found in your recollection 
cases tliat have been spoken of here in Avliich the 
owner of a house, desirous of making money out of it, 
lets it to another, and alloAvs him to extract what rent 
he can from the tenants ? — There is not much of that 
in my district. There is only one that I can mention 
— Mr. Wheatley — Avho had purchased a house at tie 
comer of Talbotrstreet. 

1337. As far as your district is concerned, does it 
arise from persons Avho are rated occupiera actually 
not having the means to pay or the means from Avhicli 
the rate could be levied ? — That is one cause. To give 
you nn instance : — There is a house in Lincoln-placo 
that belongs to a man named Buinan, rated at £3(1 ; 
lie neverpaid any ratesuntil they amounted to £106. 

I could not get the an-eai-s and told tlie Oollectov- 
General. He said that is very strange ; I see lamps in 
that place. He did not seem satisfied Avith my 
ansAver. Ho Avent doAvn there himself. We could 
get nothing, but after a good deal of threatening we 
got one half year. It Avas a loss to the rates of f 100. 

1338. Do you mean that one single house ? — Yes, 
several years amounted altogether to £100. 

1339-. And sofar as tliat house Avent there Avas a 
rated occupier living in it, and the rated occujiier had 
no means but a fcAv lamps in the shop ? — No, he bad 
let the place to people in tenements, and Ave had no 
poAver over them. 

1 340. If you had tlie power to seize tlie furniture of 
the various tenants in that liouse would yon have been 
able to realize the rates from year to year in that case ? 

I believe we would, for tliere Avere some good tenants. 

1341. The rated occupier himself only occupied a 
shop and a room ? — A shop and two rooms. 

1342. And in these there Avas little or no furniture ? 
— No furniture. 

1343. But there Avas furniture in the rest of the 
house ? — Yes. If the man had not lived there tliere 
were tenants ujion Avhom we could have served notice. 
Where a man is an oAvner we can serve notice on tlie 
different tenants. If we serve on Monday we call on 
the folloAving Monday to demand the Aveelt’s rent, and 
if he does not give it tlio next Monday Ave can summon 
liim for it. 

1344. That is you demand it from the tenants ? — 
Fram the tenants. 

1345. Where the OAvner is rated? — Yes, where be 
does not live on the premises himself. 

1346. Is it by means of a distress Avarrant which 
affects tlieir goods ? — By moans of a distress Avarrant. 

1347. That only applies, Avhere the immediate lessor 
is not actually liAung on the premises himself, hut 
Avhero he has them let out in tenements ? — Y’.os, and 
does not live in the house himself. 
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i;US- Have you ever Iiatl any apijlications for re- 
mission or abatement upon the gi'ounds of non-oecu- 
D.uicv by persons who removed out of their houses 
laei-ely for three or four montlis in the year, leaving 
frieiulsinit? — No. 

13-19. Have you ever had an apphoiition made to 
YOU for al>atemeat on the ground of non-occupancy, 
which oil inve.stigation you found was not justified 1-^ 
Yes I 

1350. What now was the character of these applica- 
.\vliY was it you considered you slioukl not 

make the abatement? — A pci'soii who owned a large 
bouse, for instance, and only really occupied one room 
would considei' that was not occupation, but we look on 
that AS occupation. 

1351. In that case have you been able as a rule to 
unfoi-ce the rates? — We have. 

135:2. According to your experience have you had 
m.uiv abortive legal proceedings — tliat is, proceedings 
which j’ou commenced at law, and which ended 
without your having realized anything ? — We had ; I 
was ‘■'oiiT' to look into that to-day, but I had not 
time. I’l the Soutli Dock Wai-d last year I think we 
had upwards of ten csises where there wei-e decrees 
•imiinst persons, but which were returned on account 
of bills of sale or no goods. 

1353. I suppose all your decrees are executed by a 
Wimunt officer? — Yes, by a warrant officer. 

l;!54. And tliere were ten instances of abortive pro- 
cccdiims ill your ward ? — I tliiidi ten — tliat is in tlie 
South Dock Ward ; there may be more. T don't give 
that as accui-ate. In the Trinity Ward I summoned 
move. In Trinity Ward I must have suniinoiied 160 
CIV 170, and there were thirty ]ieoplo faded to ]my. 

1355. Where the people failed to pay they lived in 
small liouses? — No, tliere were large houses in which 
tlie people failed to pay, being covered by bills of sale. 
There was one house in Brunswick-street which con- 
tained offices and was furnished, that was covered by a 
hill of sale. I know a man with homes and drays, and 
thev are all covered by bill of sale. Tlie warrant offi- 
cer on going there compared the property with bill of 
•side, and found it was all covered. I might mention 
another case — M'Anaspie, of Bninsivick-street. No 
rates could be got out of him, and he occupied my time 
for throe or four years going after him. 

1356. Mr. Muee.w. — W ill you give the names of 
all these cases '? — I will. 

1357. Chaikiian. — A s fai- as you are aware, would 
it be a decided improvement in the office on the system 
of collecting the rates, tliat it should not be necessary 
to serve the notices that you speak of? — L think there 
might be something simpler. They are very trouble- 
some. The Becorder won't give a decree unless you 
l)ro\ c the notice. 

, 1358. That is the law? — I thinlc it would be much 
better if notices were done away with. It would save 
a great deal of time and trouble. 

1359. Don't you think it would be for the advan- 
tage of the collection if you could get hack to the old 
system, by which you got your books and served your 
notices early in Jauuaiy? — I do. 

1360. As far as your experience is coneernod, is 

there much additional work thrown on the collectors 
since you wont into the office ? — Well, the juiy list and 
the Pariiaincntaiy list give us a great deal of trouble. 
However, since the bill passed 

1361. Mr. Beooks. — L ord O’Hagan’s bill? — No, 
the Parliamentary Fi'ancliise Bill. 

1362. CuAiEMAn. — Am I right in saying that since 
the bill passed there is a greater number of pei-sons 
having the franchise, and a gieater number seeking it? 
— There is a greater number of persons claiming it. I 
couldn’t give yon an idea of claimants. 

1363. But that bill didn’t in any way change the 
character of your duties? — No, but they have become 
much heavier since tlie bill passed. I have been four- 
teen days down here in the Courts. 

1304. I presume that bill in no way affected tlie 
question of the collection of the rates, except that the 


eollectois had more to do afterwards? — Slore to do 
afterwards. 

1 365. Lord O’Hagan’s bill gave you move to do with 
the jury list, and you. were com}>ensated for that? — 
Yes. As you mention that, I may say we get nothing 
for our trouble in connexion with the Parliamentary 
Franchise. 

1360. Has there been any otlier additlon to your 
duties since you came into the ofiice except what you 
have mentioned? — I don’t iJiiuk there lias been any 
other. 

1307. Now, as far as you can observe durbig the 
six or seven yearn that you have been there, the no- 
tices are given to you at a later period, and the books 
are given to you at a later period, and there is a change 
v'hicli doesn’t appear to be for tlie best in reference to 
the way the notices are made up ; and you say that 
appears to be increasing from year to year ? — It does. 

1368. Can you give any. reason for that? Is it the 
office has less superintendence, or is it because the 
superintendence is less effectual ? Can you give any 
rea.soii as far as you can judge? — I cannot give any 
reason, except ilr. Hanlon, our chief clerk, used to have 
our books and notices for us at an earlier period. In the 
front office there were two clerks — Mr. Taaffe, senior, 
our fonner Chief Clerk, and his a.ssistant, and I tliiuk 
there was more money went into the office then tliau 
now. 3Ir. Taaffe will tell you more money went into 
the office then. One clerk is not, jierliaps, able to 
take all the money that is paid in in a day. A pro- 
fessional man comes in. There are people waiting 
there before him ; lie lia.sn’t time to wait. I have seen 
people wait for ten oi' fifteen minutes, and in tlie busy 
season an hour. They go away witliout paying their 
rates. One clerk is not able to do the work. 

1369. Suppose a man goes in and is not detained — 
suppose there is no other pereon before him, and that 
he had to paj' the current rates, wliat length of time 
would it take to asceitaiii the arreare and give a re- 
ceipt ? — Two or three minutes. 

1370. Not more? — No. 

1371. And the detention at tlie present time in the 
office ai-ises from the fact that tliere arc several per- 
sons there who require to be attended to, and there is 
an insuificieiit number of people to look after them ? 
— Yes, in the front office. 

1372. But the number of clerks altogether is the 
same, or one less? — I think they are one less. 

1373. Jlr. Puipps. — One clerk has to receive forall 
the wards 1 — For all the wards. 

1374. Chairman. — Would you say, as far as your 
experience goes, that it would be a good thing to have 
a double system of payment, having a clerk in the 
office to go to, and having collector for conveying the 
payment to the clerk? — I would have it done in the 
front office, or not done at all. Sujipo.se a pei-sou has to 
wait, he says, I will take my money back and give the 
collector all the trouble I can. Any man that came 
into the oflice with money I wouldn’t let out. I would 
liave three or four clerks to receive tluat money if 
necessary. 

1375. Don’t you tliink it would be a better plan if 
the receiving clerk were to publish to people that they 
would have to pay the collector or have the money 
sent into the oflice by cheque ? Would that be a better 
plan? — I could not say. 

1 37 6. Blit you conceive the present system is calcu- 
lated to embarrass ; because peoj)le who go to the 
office, are obliged to wait, and sometimes go away witli- 
out having an opportunity of paying ? — Without hav- 
ing an opjiortiinity of paying. 

1377. So far as you have been able to observe, has 
tliere been latterly laxity in the arrangement of tlie 
office compared with an earlier time ? — I could not say. 

137S. You have already told us some things were 
clone better before tliau they arc now ?— True. 

1379. Could you say that extends to other things 
besides those you have mentioned ? — No ; my time is 
greatly occupied in looking over tliese two large wards. 
I am only there one hour in the day. 


Mr. tVillinm 
Weathcrap. 
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1380. I believe tlie collectors are obliged to go there 
each clay? — Yes. 

1381. And is there any hour appointed for you to 
go there?— You can appoint that hour yourself, and, 
liaving appointed tlie hour, you must be tliere. 

1382. And you appoint the hour you think most 
convenient for your collection? — Yes. I appoint be- 
tween three or four o'clock. 

1383. What do you do ? — There is a book there to 
be signed. There was no book there nor for some 
time after the jn-esent Collector-General came. We 
sign that book when we come and when we go. 

1384. That is a record of when you come and go ? 
—Yes. Any cheques wc get we go to the Goileetor- 
<ieneral to sign theni before we lodge them in the 
l>ank. 

138-0. Have yon a conversation with him everyday 

witli respect to collectilrle or uncollectible rates ? 

Sometimes. Tliere were cases in wliicli I could not get 
the rates, and a diHiculty arose. 

1 386. Is it wheji you go in there that you bring with 
you your ])ay.sheet, cvith the block of your receipts 
pasted on the Ijack of it ? — T es ; I bring it in and hand 
it np to one of tiie clerks, 

1387. Do you know how that is checked ?— The 
clerk examines and checks that, and enters it in the 
Daily Lodgment Book, That book is kept in 
the office to see liow much conies in. It is totted up at 
tlie end of the week. The collectors have nothing to 
say to that. They are free the moment tliey jiass in 
the pay-slieet. Every Saturday we bring in the blocks 
and the i-eceipts, and they ai-e taken from us to be 
checked. Then, if tliey balance the account, they are 
lianded back to us after Saturday moniing. 

1388. Do you thiiilc it would be a good plan to 
aiiolish the present system of having a clerk at the 
office, in Fleet-street, constantly receiving, from day 
to day, money from the public, and tl'iat the col- 
lector from each ward should attend at a par- 
ticular day, iiiid receive mon<y each for his own 
ward ?— I could not well answer that question. The 
public being used now to tlie CoIlector-Gcuei-al’s office, 
and to tlie system there, they niiglit not like tliat. 
It would be better if the collector could mind his own 
business directly himself. He would imderetand it 
more fully, and nobody at it lint himself, 

1389. Mr. Bkooks. — H as it been the habit of the 
Gollector-General to call your attention to existing 
arrears? — No; it is the hahit moi'e of the collector to 
call tlie attention of tlie Collector-General to it, from 
time to time until lie summons for them. The collector 
feels himself bound for all the money and arreare in his 
district, and we are most anxious to see that tliat money 
is got in, and to make the best collection we can. 

1390- CiiAiUM.\K.— Now in the case of Buman. 
Tlie application you made after tiie Collector-General's 
attention was called to tlie ai'rears resulted in tlie pay- 
ment of the half-year’s taxes?— He got frightened. 
He paid us the lialf-year’.s taxes. Tlie reason was he 
was about selling the house. I recommended the 
Collector-General to take the half-year, and lie did it. 

I think it was the way Buman was afraid, and he left 
the country, 

1391. The loss of the rates in Buinan's case would 
not liave occurred if you liad taken legal proceedings? 
— J,cgal jireceedings hml been taken three or four 
times, and the return of the old wanant officer was 
‘‘ No effects.” There were no goods belonging to him 
in tlie jilace. Tliere were goods belonging to the ten- 
ants and we could not toudi them. 

1392. Do you know the name of the owner in that 
case? — I do not exactly. I recollect now it was a 
lady. We liave nothing to do with the owner when 
the lioiises are i-ated for A8. This was a house rated 
at £30. In this case tlie owm r .succeeded in obtaining 
licr rent. 

1393. Half-year after half- year and year after vear^ 

—Yes. ■ • ■ 

1394. But the Collector-General was unable to col- 
lect the rates ?— Quite unable. The Collector-General, 


no matter what he did, could not collect in that case 
All his stafi' could not do it. 

1 395. If the jiremLses were liable the rates would 
have been paid by the landlord?— Certainly; if the 
jiremises were liable we would not have remitted the 
rates on that house. 

1396. I obseiwe Mr. Weatlierup, in your case, you 
return certain houses as vacant, and you go on the 
same i)rinciplo as J\Ir. MTiityre, to exclude the house? 
tliat are vacant all the year ? — From the first day to 
the last I do. A house might be vacant for only ten 
months, and we are very cautious in writing off rates 

1397. The peciiliaiity I see about this book as com- 

jiared with the other book is that a considerable munbei' 
of rates are returned as arreare, and a large amount of 
rates uncollectible. I do not see any corresjionding 
to any considerable extent in Mr. MTntyre’s ? How 
is it there is such a large amount ? — Before this im-ear 
slieet was made up I had forty-seven people to smmnon 
There are four of these people in Westland-row, im,| 
they disappointed me. Were it not for the rule 
in the office regarding the last half-year’s rates, endin-r 
in December, that would not be so. There would l)e 
^500 or £600 of it collectible at tlie end of the year 
The proprietor of a house might be away from home. 
In some cases he could not close tlie collection. In tlie 
ordinary ease, if we could in October or November 
that amount would not be out. ’ 

1398. And in addition to this gale to the city, 
would not tlie individuals tliemselves gain franchise? 
— Tliey would not lose the fi-anchise. In tliat case, if 
any rates due were paid in before tlie 1st of July, ’in 
the following year, tliey would not lose the franchise. 

1399. They will liave a better chance of it? Yes ; 

but I think the great loss is by bills of sale. We los<’ 
a great deal by bills of sale. 

1400. Mr. Mueeay, — T hese people are in t»ood cir- 
cumstances ? — Yes. ° 

1401. They ai-e simply evading the law? Yes- 

there is one party in Westland-row and I have callecl 
over thirty times there, 

1402. You only enforce legal process again.st the 
poorer class, and let off the people in good circum- 
stances? — No, I treat them all in the same w*ay. 

1403. And how is it you omitted serving the people 

in Wostlaud-row ? — That was the first time thev dis- 
appointed mo. They kept promising. 

1404. They are not habitually bad payer.s ? No. 

1405- Do you know that in Hathmines Jistrief 

vacant Jiouses are rated ? — That is the case. 

1406. Chaieman, — A nd that the rates are recovered 
from the houses durmg the vacancy ? — I have lieard 
so. I don’t tliiiik it would do for Dublin. 

1 407. Mr. Mueeay. — Wliy should not it as well as for 
Ratlimines ? — There are fewer houses vacant there tliaii 
in Dublin. Tliere were more vacant houses some tea 
years ago tliau at tlie present time. 

1408. Mr. Bkooks. — M ight not tlie fact tliatvacanf 
houses were liable to rates, make the landlords inoi-e 
anxious to let them ? — Tliere is no doubt of that. Ji' 
the -taxes were enforced upon vacant liouses we would 
have fewer houses of that class. I am sure you would. 

1409. The landlord would be more anxious to let 
the house? — Certainly, than liave it vacant. 

1410. Ch-AIIUIan (to Mr. Croftou),— Sir. Croftoii, 
the explanation you ivislicd to give us of your evidence 
yesterday, -wc understand is this, that the jiractice of 
the office was not to allow tlie whole year’s rates to go 
on until the 31si. of December, but when tlie first 
lialf yeur was paid you did not jn-oceed for the second 
until tlie end of the year ? — Cei-tainly ; there ai-e many 
people, for instance, ivJio pay in December as a choice. 
Many of tlie poor sliop-keepers appoint to do so, and I 
find they keep tlieir engagements. There was anothei' 
matter, with regard to the siiminonses, yo u misunder- 
stood me with regaixl to that or I misunderstood you. 

I liadin 1876 summoned in Api-il or May. In the last 
j eai- I had summonses in the end of October or early 
in November. You misunderstood me as to the time 
I had my summonses out. 
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Third Day. — Saturday, January 5, 1878. 


present 1 Hugh Holmes, Esq,, q.c. (Chairman); Maurice Brooks, Esq., m.p.; Herbert Murray, 

Esq.; and A, J. Phipps, Esq.; together with Thomas Browning, Esq,, Secretaiy. 


Mr. Denis Moylan, Collector-General, examined. 


Mr. Mnylaa. 


1411. Chairman. — M r. Moylan, did you get this 
morning a letter from our Secretary that we said 
would be written giving a list of books and of returns 
wliicli we require 1 — I did. 

1412. We think it will be a convenient thing to 
ascertain this morning at what time it is likely that 
each of tliose could be furuislied, and the source from 
which they will be furnished? — Well, it will take some 
time. 

1413. I want to go through them $eriatim, to ascer- 
tain first if it is feasible to get them ; secondly, from 
wliat sources they are to be collected; and tliu-dly, 
when we are likely to get them. The first we asked 
for in the letter tills morning was a i-eturn showing 
the amount of money lodged in respect of rates by tJie 
public directly in the Collector-General’s office, and 
not through the collectors during the years 1876 and 
1877? — You can have tliab on Monday morning. 

1414. From what book will it be taken? — It will 
be talcen from my minute book and the bank receipts 
during those two years. 

1415. That is, you mean that the amount which 
appears in youi' minute book for each day as having 
been received from the. clerk in the office will be totted 
up, and that will be vouched by comparison with the 
lodgment books ? — Exactly. 

1416. And I suppose those are the only books from 
which it can be obtained? — Yes. 

1417. The next we require is a list of the rates col- 
lected through the department, together wm the 
statutes under which they are imposed? — That will 
lint require a length of time. 

1418. We can have it at all events -within two or 
three days ? — Oh, yes. 

141‘J. Thirdly, the annual returns made to yon by 
the collectors in December, 1876, in respect of aireai-s. 
These you have fmmished alreatly. 

1420. Mr. Murray. — A re those returns kept in 
the office? — They ai‘e checked at certain periods of the 
year. 

1421. What becomes of them afterwards? — They 
are kept in the office. 

1422. Chairman. — F or instance, the returas madeby 
the collectors since you came into office, are they now 
in the office ? — I cannot ascertain that. 

Mr. Murray, — A i-e they .filed — cau Mr. Taaffe 
tell us what becomes of them 1 

Mr. Yaq^s.—They-are' handed back to the collector 
to put the arrears on their books. 

1423. Afterwards are they filed ? — Sometimes they 
are, and sometimes they ai'e not. I expect we will be able 
to give you most of them ; but I do not think we will 
be able to give you all of them — we will, all but two. 

1424. Chairman. — W hy cannot yoii give us the 
returns in respect of two wai'ds for 1876? — Because 
tile collector has retired. 

1425. But was not it in November, 1877, he 
retired? — I thought you -were dealing with 1877. I 
expect we will be able to give those i-etums. 

1426. 'Those returns, then, you will give as we ask 
for them ? — They will be given as soon a.s possible. 

1427. The next thing we require is a return of the 
vacant houses for each year from 1870 to 1876, both 
inclusive,' showing the amount of rates remitted on 
that account. Will you be able to furnish us with 
that? — Well, I fancy there ■will be some difficulty 
about that. 


1428. We heal'd yesterday sometliing about a book 
in which houses were entered that were vacant for the 
entire year. Will that book be able to give portion of 
the infomation ? — It must. 

Mr. Taajfe . — A portion of the infoi-mation, and the 
only portion 'we will be able to supply — at all events 
prior to 1876 — will be obtainable from the schedules 
handed in with the accounts for those years to the 
Receiver Master, and they can be easily got from his 
office ; but that will be an imperfect account of the 
houses vacant for those years, because the rates have 
not been written ofl" for all the houses vacant. For the 
years 1876 and 1877 Iivillbe able to make out a pretty 
fair and accurate return. 

1429. Do I understand that behind 1877 the only 
materials you will be able to use are the schedules 
sent ill from time to time to the receiver master’s 
office ? — I think so. 

1430. Will this book, spoken of yesterday, purport- 
ing to set out tlie vacant houses, supply the inforraa- 
-tion ? — The schedules forwarded to the receiver master 
embrace all the entries contained in that book, and 
give them in detail. 

1431. In ivhat fonn do they ajipear in that book? 
— They are entered in much the same foi^m as the re- 
turns sent to the master. 

1432. Can you let us have the book here in the 
course of Monday ? — Y es. 

1433. Perhaps you have got it with you now? — I 
have got a portion of it for one ward. 

1434. Let me see the portion you have ? — (Pro- 
duced). This is for the hlaiision-house Ward, for the 
year 1876. These (the entnes) are taken frem the 
remission papers handed in by tlie collector. 

1435. Does this book contain tlie houses vacant for 
the whole year ? — It does not. 

1436. Is there any book containing the houses 
vacant for the whole year ? — There is not. 

1437. And is there any way in which it would be pos- 
sible to ascertain what houses were vacant for the 
entire year prior to 1876 ? — I do not think there is. 

1438. Was there never any retain at any time 
made of those houses ? — Not a proper retura. 

1439. In the schedules you spoke of appended to 
the accounts sent in to the receiver master’s office, are 
there any items representing houses vacant for the 
entii'e year? — There are. 

1440. Where were they taken from? — Frem the 
remission sheets and declarations. 

1441. But I understand that this book purports to 
show all the remissions ?— All the remissions that were 
made, but not all the losses ; because rates that were 
lost were not written off. 

1442. So that we are to uuderatand that in reference 
to tliat return the only tlmig you can give us will be 
what is to be found in tlie schedules that ai'e attaclied 
to the accounts audited prior to the year 1876 — that 
you will be able from the collectors’ returas to make 
it more perfect for 1876. and 1877, but that as regai'ds 
tlie entire it must be an imperfect document ? — Cer- 
tainly, a moat imperfect document. 

. 1443. Atwliattime, Mr. Taaffe, do you expect that 
we will be able to have tliat document, perfect or im- 
perfect ? — It depends altogether on whether tlie sittings 
of the Commission will be continuous. If you are to 
sit here every day I do not think it would be possible 
•to have it at least for a fortnight. If you were to ad- 
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ioui'ii for a few day.s i dare say it ^voulu ).>o prepared 
ui three or four days — five days at the outside. 

1444. T!ie next tiling, Mr. Moylau, we aslced foi- 
was a return of the amount remitted on account of in- 
solvencies for the same years. Will you be able to 
give us that 1 

Mr. Moylan.- I suppo.se both are in the same posi- 

Mr. Taa^e. — No. 

1445. Mr. Phipps. — M ay we take the figures appear- 
ing in your rejiort as authentic 1 

Mr. 2'aaJ}e . — Those are merely insolvent premises, 
and do not embrace casses where the owners are insol- 
vent, except iu a very few instances. 

1446. Therefore this return is incomplete! — It is. 

1447. CiiAiRM.VK. — And there is no source from 
which yon could get that? — Well, that boolc gives 
some assistance, ami tlie returns supplied to the master 
give some more. A column in the remission-book is 
headed “ want of effects,” and tlie meaning of that term 
is that the ]jei>ion liable has no effects on which the 
rates could be levieil. 

1448. Do I understand, then, Mr. Taaffe, that tlie 
only way iu which you can give us that return is in 
the same way as return No. 4 ? — Quite so. 

1449. But that also must he an imperfect documenti 
— A very imperfect document. 

1450. And assuming tliat the Coramis.sioners them- 
selves or any one of them wislied to youeh that docu- 
ment with entries in your hooks, would it be possible 
to show entries in your books, that would do so ! — The 
books in the oflice are not regularly kept, so that I 
would not say it is possible to vouch th<im correctly. 
The form of ledger in existence in the office was per- 
fectly unfit for tlie duty it was called on to discliaige, 
and consequently I think it would be almost impos- 
sible to vouch the accuracy of the returns. 

1451. Imperfect as they are, they caunot be vouched! 
— I am afraid not. 

1452. Now you have already given us some of the 
things asked for yesterday morning ; for instance the 
ward ledgers for 1808 and 1869, and you have informed 
us that tlie schedules attached to tlie audited accounts 
of 1876 are lodged in the receiver-master’s office. No. 

8 is a,stalement of the arrears worked out from the 
office-books from theyeai- 1870 to the present time. Is 
it possible to let ns have that! 

Mr. Moylan . — 1 fear not. 

145.3. In any form ? — Well, if it can be done in any 
form it sliall bo done. 

1404. From your acquaintance with tlie books, Mr. 
Taaffe, would it be jiossible to have that statement ! 

Mr. Taaffe. — Well, I think it would be so inaccu- 
rate that it ivould be almost worthless, going so far 
back as the year 1870 i.s concerned. I look u|>on all 
rates up to 1874 as perfectly irrecoverable now. 

1455. But what I want to know is whether we can 
have any statement of the arrom-s, and then it would 
be iu our power, on comparing the statement of the 
iUTcar.s with the remissions, to form an opinion as to 
how tlie taxes had been collected during that time ?— I 
am afraid tliat any returns made, from the nature of 
the books kept, will bo so inaccur.atc as to be almost 
worthless. 

1456. Mr. hluRii.^Y. — Have you any books to gc 
back upon cxcejit those ! — No. 

1457. Cii.UHM.vN', — No book except those! — E.xcont 
the lodger. 

T158. Assuming that you wore to go back on the 
ledgci-, how long would it take you to send us in sucli 
a return as we ask for ! — I do not think it would be 
possilile to do it without getting a very large increase 
of stair — a number of as.sistmits, and they, after all, 
would be scarcely able to luideistand the lodgers. 

1459. Mr. MuitnAY. — Are the collectors' books 
kejit ' — They keep them themselves. 

1460. Are they filed iu the oflice! — They are not 
filed iu the olEce. 

1461. Arc they iu existence from the year- 1870 in 
encli &I.SC ? — I sluiuld say they ai-c. 


1462. But when a book is u.sedup what hecomesof 
it? — You mean the book for 1876! 

1463. When this book for 1876 is finished, what 
done with it ? — The collector’s book only lasts for one 
year. ^ 

1464. What is done witli it after the end of the year? 
— If he remains in the same district, he retains the 
hook himself ; and if changed, he hands it to his suc- 
cessor. 

1465. Well, in that case, will not the collectors 
have tlie books ? — I understand from one of the col- 
lectors they have not, for I think there are odIt two 
present who were iu office in the year 1870, Tavo or 
three of them have been supcramiuated, and two of 
them have died. 

1466. So that you could not get their books to 
supplement those of the present collectors ? — No. 

1467. Chairman, — For how many yeai-s could you 
give us an approximate statement taken from authentic 
sources? — I do not fool ju.stified iu going behind the 
date of my own promotion. 

1468. How long ago is that! — I got it in January, 
1876. I do not feel I would be right in going behind 
that date iu making any I'etnru. 

1469. So that, as far as you are concerned, you 
could only give us a roturu of arrears that accrued 
from the year 1876 to tlie present time ? — I think that 
is all. 

1470. Mr. Moylan, you have heard Mr. Tiiaffe telD 
us that he would only undertake to give us a return 
of arrears from the commeneemeut of the year 1876 
down to the jiresent time. Can you, as head of the 
office, and having been in it frem 1870, funiish us, 
from any source, with the aiTooKi from that pei-iod to 
1876 ? — Mr. Hanlon, who was chief clerk before Mr. 
Taafl'e, took charge of those things 

1471. But Mr. Hanlon is out of the office now, and 
of course we cannot ask him to do oflice work ; but, as. 
the liead of the department, can you, having the hooks 
in your charge, undertake to give us a return of the 
arrears prior to 1876 ! — If possible, I will ; hut I am 
afraid I cannot. I will use every exertion. 

1472. But do you consider it possible ? — I consider 
there is gi'eat difficulty about it. 

1473. Going further than that, do you consider it 
possible! — Well, it is almost impossible — :I won’t say 
it is quite impossible, hut it is next to impossible. 

1474. Suppose you were to give us that return, 
would it he accurate prior to that time ! — It should 
bo as accurate as possible. I will use all the documents 
that I possibly can. 

1475. When you say it would be almost impossible, 
do you say it would be almost impossible to give us 
any retum.s, or an accurate return? — An accurate 
return. 

1476. Do I undei-stand you to say that although 
you V'ili not be able to give us an accurate return for 
the years prior to 1876, you will be able to give us a 
return of some kind of the arrears! — Yes. 

1477. During what period will you be able to give 
us a return of some kind of the airears ? — To go hack 
to 1870 would be quite useless. Those wei-o an-eare 
utterly valueless. 

1478. As regards the utility of it, that is for us tO' 
considej-. But what I want to know is, assuming that 
we consider it useful, for what period would it bo pos- 
sible to gi\'e us a return r>f auy kind of the arreara? — 
Before I could answer I should look into the books- 
and documents. 

1479. Now, I will explain to you why it is tliat we 
consider a return of this kind really necessary for the 
purposes of our investigation. Mr. Phipps, in so fai- 
as he ha.s been able to do it, from the reports published 
by you each year, has brought out the following re- 
sults : — tliat there appears upon the face of your re- 
ports a sum of .-£24,588 Is. 8^c^. of a deficiency in the 
a.sscssmeut of the year- 1870 ; a deficiency of £21,018 
18s. 9cZ. on tlie assessment of 1871; a deficiency of 
.£29,316 Os. 11</. on the assessment of 1872 ; a defi- 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 


71 


<;ieiicy of £32,393 14s. on the assessment of 1873; 
a deficiency of £26,442 19s. lljci. on the assessment 

^374 j (but he has not been able to make up iu 

the same way, by reason of there being no return, the 
deficiency for the next year and the two following 
years)— amounting in the aggregate to 9^ per cent, 
'upon the entire amount assessed for each of those 
vLis. Our object in asking for each of those returns 
l-iiamely, for a statement of the arrears worked out 
from those books, and for a statement of tlie various 
remissions — is to test in some way those figures, and 
ascertain correctly what has become of this money, 
•whether outstanding, remitted, collectible or not col- 
lectible ' and how that can be done without having 
tlio returns I asked for I cannot see. 

]\lr. Moylan . — I believe it is not collectible. 

1480. Mr. Phipps. — We want to prove that it is 
not collectible. 

Mr. Uoijlan . — I will use every exertion to give all 
the information I can. 

1481. Mr. Phipps. — We want the evidence to re- 
lieve von from the responsibility of the non-collection 
of those moneys. 

Mr. Moylan . — 'But I took it alway.s as a matter of 
coutse from the head of the department — the first 
clerk, and then from Mr. Taaffe. 

1482. Cii.iiBMAiJ. — Tlie result, I believe, then, Mr. 

Moylim, of the questions I have put to you in refer- 
ence to this return — a statement of the arrears worked 
out from those hooks is this, that you will be able to 
crive us some kind of a return from 1S70 to 1876, but 
it will be by no means a perfect one ; and that as far 
as Mr. Taaffe is concerned, he will be able to give us 
aretum for 1870 and 1877, which will be more per- 
fect, but he cannot vouch for its being perfectly accu- 
fatcl Mr. Taaffe was first clerk in the office all that 

'time. 

1483. Do I understand you to say, that during the 
entire period, from 1870 up to the time we are sjjeak- 
inn- of, Mr. Taaffe was first clerk, and the person 
responsible fpr those returns 1 — I do not. I say Mr. 
Hauloii was, up to the time he was apj)ointed ; but he 
was one of the first clerks. 

1484. At what period did Mr. Taaffe’s responsibility 
ioommcuce? — When he was first clerk. Of course he 
was aware of all the occun-ences up to that time. 

148D. Was it in the beginning of 1876 that he be- 
came first clerk 1 — Wlieu Mr. Hanlon resigned it was. 

1486. Do I understand that that was the [jeriod 1 — 
It was, 

1487. Mr. Taaffe tells us he will give us arcturn for 
tliose two years since his appointment as chief clerk, 
blit, as regards the pi'evious time, he cauiiot take the 
rcspou.sibility upon himi — He can assist. 

1488. As regards that matter, you can ariungewith 
your staff, hut we are to understand that you will do 
what you cau? — I will do all I cau. 

1489. When is it likely you will have the return 
•of tlic lU'i'oars ready ? — I would not like to give a de- 
cided answer till I look into them. 

1490. Is it a thing that would he done iu a week, 
or take a much longer time ? — It would take much 
longer. 

1491. Could it he done in araonth ? — If done at all, 
it wll he done in a month. 

1492. So that I understand if it can be done at all 
it will be done in a month ] — Certainly ; or less. 

1493. Mr. Phipps. — By wliat process from your 
hooks will you work out the return of the arrears ? 
— I will look into those ledgers. They are not like 
the books kept in a merchant’s office, which I was ac- 
quainted with. 

1494. Would not it be well for you to have the 
assistance of your collectors in the matter ? — Of course 
I will get all the assistance I can. Witli the assist- 
ance of the collectors we might get it very much 
earlier. 

1495. I am speaking of the ai-rears at the 1st 
January, 1876 1 — But do you not go back to 1870 ? 


1496. Ves, certainly f — The better part of the col- Uan. isis. 

lectore have i-etii-ed. _ M^an. 

1497. But in order that you may pi-oceed Avith the 
report you might Avork your accounts back, and arrive 
at the arreai-s of the lat of Januaiy, 1876 at an early 
date. You might then furnish your account of the 
last year ] — Well, everything shall be done. 

1498. Mr. Brooks. — H ave any of the i-ate hooks 
or ledgeis been destroyed 1 — I believe not ; I belieA-e 
tliey are all there. 

1499. Is tliere a stationery room in the Collector- 
General’s office? — There is w'hat is called a strongroom 
in AvhieU the books aie kept. 

1500. Well, then, if the hooks ai-e kept there there 
cannot be any difficulty iu giAung lists of those pro- 
perties from which payment of rates Avas received 1 — 

At the period of 1870? 

1501. From all that time down? — It Avould he im- 
possible. The collectors have all disappeared, I may 
say. 

1602. But tlie books are there ? — But the books ai-e 
uiiiiitelligiblo. The hooks were very oddly shaped by 
Mr. Staunton. Tlicy are not like mercantile hooks. 

1303. And do I nudemtand you to say they are unin- 
telligiiilc ? — They are tmintelligible. No merchant 
wouhl keep such boolcs, and no banker. I have a 
good deal of e.Kpevience both a.s a merchant and a 
hauk director, and i never saw such books as those in 
any establishment. I was also a diioctor of the com- 
pany you (Mr. Brooks) ai-e mi -tlie Gas Company. 

Eveiything in my power shall be done to satisfy you. 

1504. The Chairman. — T he ne-xt return that Ave 
asked for was a return of tlie amount recovci'ed by 
the proceedings of the Avarrant officer in 1875 and 
1870. Will that vetui-n be foi-tlieoming for us? — 

Yes. 

1505. From Avhat source will that retuin be taken ? 

— From the books kept by the AvaiTant officer, and the 
warr.ints retui'ued by the solicitor (Mr. Mooney) to 

1506. Do I uuderstand tliat the Avarrant officer 
does keep books ? — He keeps a book and enters every 
■n-arraut he gets. 

1507. And does he also enter in tliat book the 
amount he I'eeeivcs on foot of the Avarrant ? — Yes. 

1608. Therefore as far as regards that return you 
will lie merely able to grte us the books of the AvauTant 
officer to vouch it? — Well, I presume so. 

1509. Have you yourself inspected the books of the 
Avarraut officer ? — The warrant officer Avas changed 
very I'cceutli'. 

1510. And when an officer is changed does he carry 
away his hooks with him ? — 1 do not think he docs ; 
but tlie fonner warrant ollicer that retired kept them 
iu a sloA'enly manner. 

1511. Did that warrant officer Avho kept his hooks 
ill a sloA'euly numuer retire of liis own accoi-d, or Avas 
he obliged to retire ? — He did ; he retired of his own 
accord throngli ill health. 

1512. How many years had ho been acting before 
he retired of his own aecoixU — He was there from 
1870 and before iiiy time. 

1513. And during the entire period fi-oiii 1870 to 
the time he retired Avas he ahvays keeping his hooks 
iu a slovenly manner? — I think he was. 

1514. What was his name ? — Rock. 

1515. And Avhat Avas his salary? — The salary was 
a kind of .poimdage ; no fixed salary. He had a cer- 
tain salary of £100 a year, and also a poundage, and 
he had to keep a deputy or assistant. 

1516. Did he pay the deputy or the office? — No; 
he Avas paid by the warrant officer. 

1517. Did you ever, during the course of the five or 
six years he Avas under you, remonstrate Avith him 
about the slovenly Avay in which he kept his books ? — 

I constantly expressed dissatisfaction. 

1518. Is the warrant officer appointed by the Lord 
Lieutenant?— Rock was aijpoiuted by Mr. Staunton. 

1519. Then is the a])pointmeut of the warrant offi- 
cer in the Collcetoi-Gcnurars hands? — I believe it 

L 2 
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Jan. 5, 1878. ought to be in Ills hands ; but the Chief Secretary 

,, ,7 7 stated that it should be hereafter in the hands of the 
>ir. aiovian. ~ 

u-ovemment. 

1520. Who appointed the successor to tliis warrant 
officer tliat retii’ed 1 — Well, I recommended a man that 
was highly recommended from the police — a retired 
officer ; and it was sanctioned after some difficulty. 

1521. Was the appointment made by you 1 — I no- 
minated him. 

1522. Mr. Mukhay. — W ho signed the appointment 1 
— I made the appointment; but the Chief Secretaiy 
intimated that in future it could not be done. 

1523. CiiAiit.MAN. — Is tliere any con-espondence in 
reference to the appointment of the wari’ant officer be- 
tween the Government and your office 1 — I thiuk tliere 

1521, Can you jiroduce any correspondence you 
havel — If tliere is any I will produce it. 

1525. Can you give any explanation how you al- 
lowed the warrant officer to keep his books in a slo- 
venly way from 1870 to 187G, without taking any 
step to remove him yourself, or rei>resenting the mat- 
ter to the Govemmeiit if not in your power to remove 
himi — I did not like to remove any officer when he 
was ail honest man ; and T believe of all the money he 
received he made a faithful roturn. 

1.526. How can you know whether any officer avas 
an honest man, unless he kept his books in a pro- 
per way to enable you to ascertain whether his ac- 
counts were accurate or not? — I think a man might 
be very honest and a bad book-keeper, 

1527. When you speak of liis boohs being kept in a 
slovenly way, have yon yourself detected that tliere 
were coi-tain eiitiies which ought to be in those books 
that were omitted from them? — No; but the entries 
were made in a slovenly manner. There were altera- 

1.528. Are those books in such a state that any per- 
son who now wanted to ascertain what the result of 
that waiTiuit officer’s work was during a yeai', would 
be able to aseei-taiii it from them? — I aan inclined to 
think they could make nothing out of the late warrant 
officer’s books, 

Mr. Tnu^e . — We can trace everything that Mr. 
Rock did while in office. 

Mr. Moylan . — 1 was never satisfied with the way 
he kept hi.s books. 

1529. OiiAiUMAN. — But you will at all events be 
able to give ns the l etuin asked for — the amount re- 
covered by the warrant officer in 1875 and 1876? — I 
will, 

1530. Now, the next is a retiu-u which you have 
already given me — a return of tlie amount of actual 
remuneration for the collection of rates earned by the 
collectors in each of the yeai-s 1875 and 1876? — This 
was made out j>rior to your dii-eotion. It was made 
out for my own satisfaction. It is only to 1874. 

1531. I find this [the return] purports to be a re- 
turn showing the amount of poundage paid the various 
colloctor.s in 1867, 1868, and up to 1874. I ask, in 
addition, the rctums for 1875 and 1876. Can -we have 
them .soon? — Yes. 

1532. These are all the requisitions which we have 
made on the office up to the present time, and you have 
told us the way in which they can be complied with. 
Mr. Timffc, as regards the two yeare for which you can 
give us the return of aiTcars, when will you be able to 
give us that ret'.ini ? 


Mr. Taaffe . — T should say in a week. It will he 
laboiious work ; but I think it ought to be done, 

1533. As soon as possible? — I will use every exer- 

1534. Assumiug we continue to sit hero until this 
day Aveek, taking up the evidence of the various per- 
sons connected Avith the office, and so on ; and a.ssuming 
that aftei- that time we release — Avhetlier Ave go on 
taking evidence or not — everyone connected Avith the 
Collector-General’s office, hoAv long would it take to 
furnish us with returns of the remissions, ai'reai’s and 
other things? — As to the remissiosis, all I liave to do 
is to go into the Master’s office and get them. I have 
no doubt Master Fitzgibbbn Avill give tliem at once. I 
don’t see any difficulty in giving you these on Monday. 

1535. We would requii-e to have them in a tabulated 
form, shoAving as far as you can what Avas remitted in 
each year, under the different heads of vacant houses 

iixsolveucies and other causes of exemption ] For 

those tAvo yeai's ? 

1536. No ; I speak of 1870? — I know. 

1537. And you have already told us itAvill be very 
imperfect up to 1876, but for 1876 and 1877 it Avill 
be pretty perfect ? — As far as 1877 is concerned tliere 
has not been a single remission yet. The collectors 
have just closed and liave not made out a remission 
paper up to the present moment. 

1538. It is sufficient to mention that fact, as far as 
legards that; hut you Avill be able to give us a tabu- 
lated form of return. 

1939. lAvant it to beundei-stood,tliatAvhatAve require 
fi'om this return is this, in so far as it can be made 
out, a statement showing the number of remissions in 
abeyance, remissions by reason of insolvency, or any 
other cause for the outstanding arreare that are up to 
the present uncollected, which will show hoAv tlie 
remissions in each occurred. Do you understand? Yes. 

1540, So that it cannot be afteinvards said, if ire 
find the totals thus supjilied do not correspond Avith 
the amount of an-ears that appears on the book, that 
there are other items Avliich should have been brought 
into the account to make up the amount? — I fully un- 
derstand that. 

1541, You said that the return Avill be imperfect to 
a ceitain degree, and of course, if it is, Ave Avill accept 
it in that sense, but let it be as complete as you can 
make it ? — Exactly. 

CoUeator-Qeneral. — Would you Avish the return to 
embrace two years ? 

1542, CiiAiioiAN. — I think it Avoiild be better to 
have it in the Avay Ave asked for it in the document 
from the secretary. Mr. M'liityre mentioned to us 
yesterday a section of the Act of Parliament, Avhieh 
jirotected goods on the premises from seizure up to a 
certain amount, and he hoav has called our attention 
specifically to the section Avhich is the 9th section of 
the 11 it 12 Vic., cap. 28. 

“And wliereas it is expedient to protect tlie tools and actual 
necessaries of or belonging tn judgment debtors, from being seized 
in execution, be it enacted that from and after the passing of this 
Apt tlie wearing apparel and bedding of any debtor in Ireland, under 
a judgment, decree or order, or of his family, and the tools and im- 
plements of his trade, the value of such apparel, bedding, tools and 
implements, not exceeding in the whole tlie value of fo, shall not 
he liahio to seizure under any exeentioii, decree or order of any 
Court against liis goods and chattels.- 

Collector-Genend. — I am not UAvare that a case of 
that kind ever has arisen. 


Mr. llencliy. 


Mr. Robekt Heschy examuiecl. 


1543. OiiAiRMAK, — Yon are a collector in the Col- 
lector-Genei-iiTs oflice ? — I am. 

1544. VGicu did you commence as a collector? — Tn 
the spring of 1853. 

1545. Who was at tliat time the Collector-Geueral ? 
— Michael Staunton, 

1546. Had you any connexion Avith the office before 
that jicriod ? — None whatever, 

1547. And have you been engaged there as a col- 


lector continuously from 1853 doAvu to tlie present 
time ? — Ever since. 

1548. During the period that you have been so 
engaged, have you been collecting in nearly ail the 
wai-ds of the city? — Nearly all. 

1549. And about how many times have you been 
changed from one ward to another duiing the twenty^ 
four yeare you have been in the office 1 — ^^Eleven times. 

1550. AndliowmanyAvards did those eleven changes 
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exteu<l over, for I presume yo\i • Iiad one ward and 
sometimes two to collect in ?— I never had two wards 
to collect. 

1651. Have you been at two successive periods in 
tLe same ward ?— I iiave. 

1552. How many wards would you say yon have 
collected in altogether 1 — Seven wai-ds. 

1553. And are you at present the oldest — not in 
yeais, l>ut in point of service — on tlie staff of the 
Collector-General 1 — I am. 

1551. Might I ask whether dunng the time you have 
been in the office your remuneration lias been in any 
way inci-eased 1 — It has ; but not until the business 
increased on us, and then inci’eased valuation made our 
reunmeration liigher. 

1555. But there was no olassilicatiou of collectors 
by which they began at a low late and gi-adually got 
up to a higher one ? — No. 

1556. And therefore the remuneration you received 
by way of increase arose from the increased assessment 
on valuation, and not from length of service 1 — That is 
Kcactly the case. 

1557. At the time you entered the office who was 
the chief clerk ?— Mr. Hanlon. 

1568. I believe he had been chief clerk from the 
first establishment of the office of Collector-Genei-al 1 — 
Yes ; from the start. 

Oollector-Gmeral . — Allow me to say that there was 
no chief clerk when I went thei'e. There was only a 
senior clerk. 

1559. OiiAiEMAX (to Mr. Henchy ). — But at all events 
Mr. Haulon was looked on -as chief clerk 1 — Yes. 

Mr. Taaffe . — He was not. Mr. Taaffe was chief 
clerk until the time of his I'etirement. 

Mr. Uencky. — Mr. Taaffo was nominally the chief clerk 
until he retired, ajid Mr. Hanlon then got his position. 

1560. CuAiEiiAN (to Mr. Jhnchy '). — At the time 
you went there in 1853 w;va tlie mode of preparing the 
rate books the same as we ha-\-e now heard described, 

namely that they were prepared before the month of 

January or latter end of December upon the infor- 
mation furnished by the collectors of the various wardsl 
—1 don’t understand tlie question. 

1561. The mode of preparing the assessment books 
in the office when you went there, was that the same as 
weliave heard described, namely — that they were pre- 
pared in the office before tlie end of December upon 
infonnation supplied by the collectors for the various 
waixls 1 — You moan the rate books, I suppose. 

1562. Yes. I call those assessment books'! — Yes, 
tliey were. 

1563. I refei- to these books now, will you bear in 
mind throughout, as assessment books h— They are 
assessment books. 

1564. At the time you joined in 1853 did the col- 
lectors receive the collecting books from the office — 
was the system then the same as at present 1 — The same 
system. 

1565. And had you to enter at that time tlie an-ears 
in any book you got in the office I— Yes. 

1566. And had you to enter those arrears from in- 
foimation in your own possession or from what ap- 
peared in the books for preceding years I — We entered 
them from sheets maile out by the previous colleotoi-s 
in case they had been removed, and if not, from our 
own books. 

1567. And that is the same practice up to the pre- 
sent time I — Yes. 

1568. At the period after you first joined did you 
get your books at an earlier period of the year than you 
do latterly! — Wclllthinkwegottheinsomethingeai-lier. 

1569. At what time did you receive yoiu- books 
when you went into the office first — I mean the books 
and notices to bo served ! — I think we got the books 
between the 20tli of January and tlie 1st of February. 

1570. And when did you get the notices? — The 
notices generally came in about the same time, for at 
that time they were not so heavy as they are now, and 
they were prej wired much quicker. 


1571. Have the collectors anything to do with the 
' piiiiting of the notices ? — No. 

' 1572. Or with givijig ordei-s for the pruitiiig of 

them ? — No ; the chief clerk writes the circulars out, 
and they are then printed on that scale. 

1573. Who has been the printer for the office ? — I 
think there have been twoortlircepi-intei's — Icannottell. 

1574. At what period of the year do yon get the 
collecting books and notices now? — They have been 
given to us somewhat later. 

1575. For instance, at what period last year did you 
get them? — Well, I managed to get mine pretty eaily, 
for I partly saw after the getting of it fixed up. 

1576. Did you- .take part in the preparation of it ? — 
No ; but I pushed it on, and got it worked off quicker. 

1577. At the time you went to the office first do you 
know whether the najiies appeared on the ward ledgers 
— that is in 1853, and from that on down to 1870? — 
They did, 

1578. And do you know w'ere these names changed 
from time to time to correspond witli the changes the 
collectors made in the collecting books? — I suppose 
they ^vere not changed moi'e than once in the year. 
They could not be changed oftener. 

1579. Because we have been told bei-e that at pre- 
sent there is no cliange made, for at least three 
years — is that so ? — I do not think it extends to that. 
It might be inside of three years. 

1580. Do you know whether from the year 1873 
down to 1875 there were any names at all on the 
ledger I — Well, I tliink for two years there were not. 

1581. Whatwere the two years there were no names 
on the ledger? — I think the years 1874 and 1875. 

1582. Chairiiax (to Mr. Taa^e ). — Now we would 
like, Mr. Taaffe, you would give us specimens of the 
ledgers for those two years. 

Jlr. Taaffe . — What two years ? 

1583. Chairiian. The years 1874 and 1875 — when 
there were no names on them ? 

Mr. Taaffe . — I sliall send for one now. 

Examination of Mr. Henchy resumed. 

1584. ChairmaJ'’. — D uring the rest of the time you 
have been in the office to your knowledge have the 
names been on the ledger ? — They have. 

1585. Now has the work of the collectore increased 
much from tho year 1853, when you first jobied, down 
to the present time ? — It has — -nearly I suppose — 
doubled. 

1586. Well, a considerable, portion of that increase 
of course, arises from the fact that the amount to be 
collected is greater now than when you first joined? — 
Partly tbat ; and since the Water Works Act of 1861, 
we have a great deal of trouble thrown on us. 

1587. As regards the Waterworks Act of 1861, I 
believe that prior to that Act there was a smaller rate, 
called the pipe-water rate to be collected I— Yes ; a 
single i-ate, and that did extend over half the wards. 

1588. Was that pipe-water rate, prior to the Act of 
1861, included in the consolidated rate? — No ; it was 
a separate item. There was a regular form .£5, £10, 
£15, £20, and so on it went up. 

1589. And that rate only extendeil to a portion of 
the ward? — Only to a portion of the ward. Unless 
the pipe went through the street tliere was no charge 
on the house. 

1590. And since the Act. of 1861 there was a dis- 
tinct rate — a public water-rate ? — Yes. 

1591. A domestic water- raie ? — Yes. 

1592. And in addition I believe there is a contract 
water-rate 1 — There is. 

1593. Now have the collectors anything to do witli 
that contract water-rate ? — Wo have. 

1594. Do you collect frem the individuals on whom 
it is assessed ? — We do. 

1595. And then there is a meter water-rate ?—Yqs. 
That is collected -quai-terly,- and it is variable, 

1596. And the collection of that i-ate is also thrown 
on the collectors? — Yes. 



Ir. Henchy. 
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./iin. .1, 1878. 1597. Then there is the extra mimicipal water- 

kir. H^hv collectors do not collect that. 

It is only the collector vho happens to be the rural 
collector that collects it. 

1598. Then, so far as that extra municipal water- 
rate is concerned, it does not throw much labour on 
the ordinary staff of the office 2 — No ; it doe.s not. 

1599. Now, after all, in what respect has the col- 
lection of this water-rate from 1861, increased the 
laboui-s of tlie collectors, because I believe the water- 
rate is not collected from any pei-son who is not liable 
to the consolidated 1-ate.s ! — That is the case, but the 
contract rate is chargeable on certain places, the sums 
on which are pretty heavy, and that is extra work 
thrown both on the office and us. 

1600. But what is the extra work. Haveyounowto 
visit houses to collect the rates which you did not visit 
before 1861 ? — 'ft' e have to serve the notices for them. 

1601. But is not that the same notice as you serve 
in respect to the consolidated rates! — No; it would 
not do for it at all. 

1602. You have a .separate notice then to serve for 
it? — We have. 

1603. And do you seiwe that notice at the same 
time as you serve the notice for the consolidated I'ates 1 
— No ; we have one served before we get the other 


1604. Whom do you got that notice from ? — From 
the office. 

1605. And is there any reason why you should not 
get the two iiotices at the same time i— The contract 
watei'-rate is chargeable on the meters, and it cannot 
be levied until it is tested in the same way as the 

1606. Do I undei-stand your e^’i<loiice as to tlic ad- 
ditional houses you visit that the difficulty is conlined 
to the meter contract water-rate! — That is all. 

1607. But as far as the domestic water-rater is con- 
cei-iieil, there is no difficulty about that, except that 
the amount is larger and more difficult to collect ! — 
T'hal is the case. The meter is tested by a man from 
the Municipal Corjjoratiou, and he returns the amount 
on paper, and we copy the i-oturn verbatim. 

Mr. Norwood, T.C. — The Corporation are pre- 
pared to lay all the neccssaiy docximeutary evidence in 
reliitiou to all matters connected wth the different 
municipal rates before the Comraissioners. 

1608. CiiAiUMAM. — So we understand, Mr. Norwood. 
We hoi>e to get those docuin(;uts in the course of 
next week. 

Mr. Norwood. — Yes ; early in the week. 

1609. Chaikmax. — W o hope to have some Jnember 
of the Coi-poratiou before us to explain anything that 
may be necessary as to the matters we are investi- 
gating, or that they think would give us assistance. 

Mr. Norwood. — I have been requested by the Cor- 
poration to attend before yon and give you every in- 
formation with regard to the documents, and if it 1)6 
necessary to have further uiformation I would be glad 
to receive an intimation as to wliat extra items you 
would require the information on. 

1610. Cii.MRMAX. — We will be very glad to have 
your assistance, Mi'. Norwood, when we have the 
papers before us, and afterwai-dsifit should be neces- 
sary. 


Examination of Mr. Henciiy resumed. 

1611. Chairman. — This contract water-rate is col- 
lected foiirtime-s a year! — Yes. 

1612. And that you say is au increase of labour 
thrown on you ! — Yes. 

1613. Now tell any other cause tliat occasions au 
increase of labour ou the collectors? — Well, under the 
31 and 32 Vic., cap. 49, and sections 20 & 21, a great 
deal of labour is thrown on us. 

1614. Just mention what these sections are, ancl 

the nature of the trouble which you say they impose 
on you? — Well, as soon as we get the claims 

1615. You are referring now to tlie Municipal Re- 
presentation Act ? — Yes. As soon as we get the 


claims which are some times of an immense amount 
we have to go round before we can change the rate- 
book and visit every house wliere they come from, and 
having done so, we find out how long the parties are 
in the house— whether they have been there for three 
motiths or six months, and so on. In some cases we 
find an immense number of claims sent in, whidi on 
investigation can’t be supported, and in other instances 
we ha^•e a numberof changes to make. I have often 
gone to a place and could find no one to answer me. 
There might, porba]>s, be a little girl or somebody that 
way ■who could not answer my questions, so .[ would 
be obliged to go back to the place, maybe once or 
twice, and I have even called at a liouse so Late as 
eight o’clock at night to find out what I wanted, and 
having got the necessary information we would put 
the parties on the books. 

1616. Ancl in addition to that I suppose you have 
to attend at the Revision Courts, and if any question 
arises on a claim you give whatever information you 
can? — We do. These claims are then all adjudicated 
upon. 

1617. Now, prior to the passing of that Act, | 
believe yon had duties to discharge in connexioTi with 
the Parliamentary franoliise also? — Yes; but nothing 
that woulil take any time at all. There were vei'j' 
few claims sent in then, for we had the ])eople rated in 
the books from £8 and upwards, and there was no 
trouble yon raiglit say. 

1618. As I undei-stand you now, the labour, you com- 
plain that is thrown on you by that Act, is iu conse- 
quence of the franchise being extended to pei-sons rated 
at from and uj)warcla ? Those persons rated at from 
£i to ,£S, whose names did not .appear on the rate 
book before, must now all appear thereon? — Yes, 
they must. 

1619. Tdiere is no doubt that, accoi-ding to your 
idea of the law, the parties that you are bound to 
put on yoiu' rate books, in pursuance of their claims, 
are those persona who are rated at £i a year 
although under .£8? — Yes. We put three jicmons 
on for .£13. 

1620. And prior to the passing of th.at Act there 
was no necessity to take notice of the occupier of a 
house, if he was rated under £8 ? — Certainly not. 

1621. What is the next souree of additional trouble 
of which you complain? — The Jurors Act. It is a 
very heavy thing. 

1622. 'Wo have had a description already given to 
us of the nature of your duties connected with that 
Act, and I tWnk we understand them pretty well. 
Those then are the reasons you have for saying that the 
collectors liave inoi-e to do now than when you joined 
the office iu 1853? — Certainly. 

1623. Now, according to your exjierience from that 
period of 1853 down to the present time, do 3'i)ii find 
that the collectors vary very much in their efficiency? 
— I think not. 

1624. Have you found, for instance, when you went 
back to another ward that the amount of deficiency ui 
a year was considerably more or less than when you 
ended your jirevious three years in that ward ! — I have 
not. I found about the same amount outstaucliu" 
when I went b;ick agabi, 

1625. Is the result of your experience this then — 
that so far as the collection is concerned it makes no 
difference which of the collectors h.as a particular 
wai'd? — I think there is a difference in that. 

1626. Well that is what I want to ascertain, 
whether it makes any difference in the collection 
wliether one particular collector be in the ward or 
another! — Oh, there is some difference in that — there 
is a variation. 

1627. Is that variation only appreciable, or is it very 
groat! — Well, I don’t think it is. 

1628. Then you are in favour of what you call a 
classification of collectors, that is, putting them into 
two classes, the one class receiving a larger remunera- 
tion than the other! — I am. I think it is necessary. 

1629. ft'ould there be any objection to have a classi- 
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fication of colleclors iu a case wlicio tliey ave ail found 
of the same eSiciency'! — Well, in the absence of classi- 
fication, a man coming in fcesh to the office would get as 
niiicli as a man who would bo theiefoi- twenty-five years. 

1G30. .And if a man comes iji fvesli, and if he does 
the work as w'ell, why should lie not get the same 

pjyl Xhe only point would be with I’egaixl to the 

pension. If a man was in place for a number 
of years, a man coming in fi'esh should not have as 
much as he had. That would be aji awkwaa-d thing. 

1G31. Do I understand your recommendation for 
the classification of collectors depends on the question 
of pension, and does not depend on the fact of the 
collectors varying in efficiency, and that a man who is 
experi'meed and there a longtime collects bettei', and 
therefore ought to get bettor pay than a mere novice 1 

j think it is according to a man’s cfliciency, ajul 

who would be fomid to have the intoi’ests of the office 
iit heart, and did everything he could to got in his col- 
lection. I tiiink all that ought to be taken into con- 
sidei-ation. 

1G.32. How do you explain wliut a]>pears at all 
events in two or tkr('C instances, as read out by Mr. 
Phii>t's from tlie annual reports — that a particular col- 
luidor would go into a ward — say in 1673 — and the 
amount o.f collectible rates not collected at the ejid of 
the year would be jirobably £1,000. He would re- 
main on for three years, and during tluib time tJie 
amount of uncollected rate.s each year would l)e con- 
siderably rciluced — would you say that arose, to a 
oeitaiii extent at all events, from the extra efficiency of 
the collector 1 — It might and might not. It might be 
accountable from the fact that at the time 'busine.ss 
might he good, and the people would have a flow of 
money. 

1G33. Suppose now that a case of this class camo 
before you — thattliere were two collectors — we will call 
tliem A and B, and each of the two having been for 
three ycare in particular wards, it was found that 
there was a large deficiency iu A’s ward, while B’s 
was well collected ; and at the end of three yeans B 
was .sent in to A’s waixl and collected the deficiency, 
and made steady collections, while A in B’s ward 
made a bad collection iu the three yearn — would you 
say that that was a proof that one collector was better 
than auotlierl — I would, unless there was some cause 
that prevented the other man getting iu his collection, 
as very often there is. 

1634. I have observed myself on looking through 
the accotmts that they vary very much in the amount 
got ill yearly. I find in 1873 there was a deficiency of 
nearly twelve and a half per cent, i — Yes. 

1G3.J. And two yeais afterwards — in 1875 — I find 
tliat the deficienoy was reduced to less than 9^ per 
cent. Now, according to your e.xjierionce as a col- 
lector, is there any reason you can assign for a thing 
of that kind? — No, unless that business got better in 
the latter years. Sometimes wheu business is bad it 
1ms an efleefc on every thing. Perhaps yon are not 
awaii; that almost the whole business of Dublin is 
earned on through a credit systom, and if credit, and 
tliere is no money in circulation, it I'ctards every- 
thing, and we cannot then get the rates in. I know 
myself of instances where a man would pay his ta.xcs 
for years without any trouble, and in two yeai-s time 
perhaiw you could not getit without a warrant. 

1G36. Now, taking the two years I have named — 
namely, 1874and 1875 — was there any great dittei-ence 
in the presperity of Dublin? — I think the years 1874 
and 1875 were two good business years in the city. 

1037. Were they better than 1873 ! — Well, I could 
not say tliat just now. 

1038. You have no recollection as to what sort of 
year 1873 was as regards business? — No. 

1039. Could you say yourself which year during 
tiiela.st six or seven years you fouml luost easy to 
collect? — I think about the year 1874 — it was a very 
good year. 

1640. What is toe ward you are in now ? — Usher’s- 
qua}-. 


1G41. How long have you boon in (.'i-]]ei’s-quay 
Ward ? — Twelvemonths. 

1042. And in what ward had you been before you 
went to Merchants’-quay' ? — Arrau-quay. 

1643. I suppose up to the present you have not 
jirepared your arrear sheet for last year 1 — We could 
not. It is not the time yet. 

1644. But you did prepare airear sheets forthe last 
yeai' you were in Arran-quay Wanl ? — Yes. 

1645. Let us liave the arrear shoots for Arran-quay 
for that year ? [Book jwoduced.] 

1046. You of couree prepared this list in the way 
that has been described to us — namely, from being in 
the ward for a term of years you had all the docu- 
ments to take tlie items from ? — Sesme of those were 
not there at that time. 

1047. Were these an'ears checked over bv Air. 
AJoyhin? — It was checked over item by item. 

1048. I see the wordshercaregeuerally ‘'collected” 
;uid “ doubtful ” I — Yes. 

1049. And sometimes “ arrears,” but as a rule it is 
“ collected ” luid “ doubtful ” ? — Yes. 

1650. Could you explain in any way the charactci' 
of the doubtful firemises ? — This column (indicating) 
represents tlie total amount of rate due by oacli par- 
ticular dwelling. 

1051. I see here, under the lieail of “collectible,” 
you have eutered a hou.se in Aughrim-street, Mathew 
Alurphy, is he I'ated as the lessor or the immediate 
occupier 1 — He is rated in the same place as les.sor. 

1052. But who is primarily responsible for the rates 
iu that case ? — He is the landlord. The man was sick 
and I could not get the money. 

1053. I see there is £8 19s. 2c/. duo and you return 
that as collectible ? — Yes. It was paid shortly after- 
wards. 

1854. How was it that tliat sum was rettu-ned as 
collectible ? — Tlie man was OM'ner of some house 
projxn-ty. 

1 055. And how is it the sum remained “ collectible ” 
until the year was closed? — Anything that was not 
paid in on toe 31st of December we retunied as an 
arrear, in order to close the accounts. 

1050. But why was it he was allowed to go on till 
the end of December without paying that amount? — 
1 recollect that the man got sick. He was lying in 
bod, and he had always j>aid sany well in the month 
of December. When 1 calleii I coidd not see him and 
the thhig then went into the next year. Sometimes 
things crop up like that. A man may be sick and we 
won’t be able to see him or get the rate before the 
year closes. 

1057. I suppose you and the otocr collectors do not 
talce any proceedings for the last half year's rate until 
the year closes ? — We do if we think the party won’t 

1058. Have you youreidf in any case taken proceed- 
ings for the recovery of the last half yeai-’s rates when 
the first half yeai''s was paid? — I have, where they told 
me they would not pay the second half rear until 
January. 

1059. But as long as they promise to pay within 
the half year, or that there is a reasonable expectation 
of getting it witliiii that period, you do not comraenee 
ju'Oceedings ? — Frem the knowledge wc would hai'e 
that the parties had in jirevious years jwid up. iuiil if 
wo had good reason for believing we could keep them 
u)> to it, we woukl not. A”on sec there has been a 
system in the city tliat is not genci'ally known. Before 
the Colloctor-General’.s office was open (Jiose taxes weio 
assessable in two payments, in Eastor and Alichaeliuas. 
T'lie Alichaclmas rates were lot run into Jamuiiy and 
February, and when paid before tho Alardi assessment 
the following year it was all right. When the C> 1 
Icotor-Geiieral got the collection of tho tuxes he found 
.£15,U00 was due on the city, and as soon as liis office 
opened his business was to got tliose arrears in. In- 
the ward that I firat went on, Aleichauts’-quay ward, 
there had been previous to me twr> of the best collector 
iu the office, Mr. Maguire and Air. Clarke, and they 
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did all they possibly could to collect tliose arreai's. 
After doing their best foi- two years they returned 
them as “ partly doubtful ; ” and in the montli of 
April, 1853, shortly after I went into office, the 
Collector-General issued this order, shall I read it ? . 

1660. Yes, please. 

" The rates of 1850 should unque.stionably be collected with as 
much strictuess as the other rates in every case in ■which it is 
practicable to recover them. 

“Michakl Stacstos. 

“27th April, 1853." 

I got specific orders as far as possible to get them in. 
I went out, and wherever I found tlie same names in 
my book, as those in the old ones, I endeavoured to get 
the arrears from tliem ; and I attended at the office 
for several evenings copying those rates from the old 
books and it was a very complicated thing. I was 
then told that all that was recoverable was the Poor 
Rate, the Grand Jury Rate, the Wide-sti-eet Tax, and 
Pipe Water Rate. I went to collect these rates, and 
I refused to take the rate for 1853 xmtil the other 
rates were got in. Having done all I possibly could, 
by going to the houses, serving notices on the tenants, 
having to go round two days in each week and go into 
all the houses and take the rates of the whole house 
up, and pass twenty receipts, perha])S, which would be 
very heavy, for £2 10s. 

1661. Mr. Beooks. — F rom twenty tenants? — Yes ; 
it varied from Is. 6if. to 2s. Grf. After I did that a 
long time, I consulted with Mr, Hanlon, and he im- 
ported it to the Collector-General, and it was decided 
that we would be obliged to give the thing up, 

1662. Chairman. — Do you know whether, aftci' 
that was done, any stops were taken to strike out 
those arrears ? — I think not. Those arrears greatly 
retarded tlie collection of the rates from 1851 to 1853, 
and I found in the book an immense amount of anmaa-s 
due from 1851 to 1853, which I think jiartly arose 
from the fact that the collectors were not able to collect 
those yeare in consequence of trying to get the arrears 
in. Tliese have been hanging on in the office) and 
they are the jirimary cause of the arrears ever since. 

1663. And were no steps taken to strike out the collec- 
tion of arrears that were irrecoverable? — They are not 
on the books now ; but tliose ai-rears bad more or less 
helpeil to keep the collection back — for instance, in 
1853 there was a loss on the collection of £10,000. 

1664. Ten thousand pounds that were not made 
collectible in that year?--Yes. In 1852 there was an 
assessment of £167,674 ly®. 2d. on Merchants’-quay 
Ward. 

1065. I think you must be wrongin your figures — 
that was the assessment on tlie whole city? — Yes, it was. 

1666. But what was the deficiency in the collection 
that year?-— £12,158 12s. 11(7. The assessment was 
small ; the valuation was not so large as now. 

1667. Do I understand you to say in that year, 
1852, which you have mentioned to us, the assessment 
of the consolidated rate and pipe-water rate amounted 
to £167,000 in round numbers? — Yes. 

1668. And the deficiency in that yeai- was £12,000? 
— Yes. 

1669. That was not so great a deficiency a.s you had 
in more recent years? — No, but the assessment is 
nearly double now. 

1670. As great a proportion of deficiency — for in- 
stance, take 1873, the assessment was £310,296, and 
the deficiency in that year was £32,393 — tha'tis aveiy 
great increase, do you observe ? — I do. It was easier 
to collect taxes in tliose yeai-s, from 1853 to 1860, 
than it was subsequently, because people got to Icnow 
the present Act of Parliament, and that it was not 
against the person. The consequence was, we found 
great difficulty in getting tlie rates from some people, 
constant questions being raised on the eonstmetion of 
the Act of Parliament. 

1671. Was not Dublin more presperous in 1870 
than in the year 1852, and from that to 1860? — I 
think it was not — empha-tically I say not. 

1672. Then, is it your opinion that Dublin has been 
retrograding ? — It has, certainly, in the western part 


of the city. I knew streets some twenty years agb in 
which the houses were let to one tenant, and in con 
sequence of the new houses in the suburbs, these houses 
of which I speak have been turned into lodgiiig-liongj,j. 
with the worst chiss of tenants. In some of these 
respectable streets, the houses have been let to weekly 
tenants. 

1673. In youi- opinion, has the deterioration in tliat 
respect been made up by improvements in other paits 
of the city ? — It has, in the suburbs. 

1674. I am speaking of tlie collectible districts 
Has there been a corresponding improvement in other 
parts of the city? — There has. 

1675. Do you think that corresponding improvement 
sufficient to outweigh the deterioration in the western 
parts of the city ? — I suppose it nearly balances it. 

1676. In 1852, and from that on to 1860, had ycn\ 
gi-eater powers than you have in later jieriods for tlie 
purposes of collection ? — No ; excejit tliat people did 
not know so much. The work of tlio office every year 
appears to be greater. 

1677. Do you think the peojile in those days were 
conscious tliat if they did not pay uj> it would be en- 
forced ? — Certainly ; they did not seem to know there 
was any difference for the first ten yeai-s <aloiost. 

1678. Do you remember the ■time tliat. Master 
Fitzgibbon insisted on a different mode of auclitiiiv the 
accounts ? — I do ; I was myself present at the direction. 

1679. Did Maste.r Fitzgibbon get any of the collec- 
tors before him ? — He did ; one or two. 

1680. Was that done more than one year-? — I could 
not say ; it was the year 1864 or 1865. 

1681. It was before that time — 1860 I think. Dirt 
you happen to oliserve, after Master Fitzgibbon hart 
taken these steps, and had the collectoi-s before him, 
that thei-e was a smaller deficiency ? — I think it was in 
the year 1864 or 1865. 

Mr. Taa^e . — It wms prior to that. 

1682. Chairman. — T lie time I speak of was when 
Master Fitzgibbon had the collectors up before him, 
and that was about the year 1860 or 1861 according 
to my recollection ? — I c.annot tell from recollection the 
exact date ? 

1683. Can you state frem recollection this — whether 
immediately after the time Master Fitzgibbon had the 
collectors up before him the deficiency was less 
than it had been for some years previously, and consider- 
ably less than it is now ?— I cannot tell you j I don’t 
recollect. 

1684. You yourself were not one of the coliectoi'S 
that were up before him ? — No, sir ; I recollect a ques- 
tion arose about some religious houses. 

1685. Take one or two examples from this an-eai' 
slieet. I find here, for instance, on the arroar sheet, 
“ Maiy Scally died in the month of December;” aud 
I also find that Tliomas Barton, who had lived in the 
same street, died the same month? — Yes. 

1686. Had Tliomas Barton paid previously? — He 
had not been long in the possession of the place, and 
he was to make a declaration. He did not, however', 
make the declaration, but tlie i-ates on the house wei'e 
not due by him. 

1687. If you endeavoured to enforce tliat in 
December, 1876, prior to his death, you would have 
failed ? — In point of fact he did not owe the rates, for 
he had not the house long. 

1 688. No steps were taken in the \vay of law until 
after his death? — No; he promised to make a deehu'a: 
tion, and he did not make it. 

1689. Now, according to your experience in the 
portion of the district you collect — we will take up- 
Arran Quay Waixl before me, and for convenience 
before putting my question I will ask Mr. Bhipps to 
state the figui'es. 

Mr. Phipps. — I n Arran Quay Ward in 1876— 
collectible an'eara, £856; doubtful, £1,686. In 1875,' 
£709 collectible; and £1,524 doubtful. In 1874 — 
collectible, £750 ; doubtful, . £1,464. In 1873— 
collectible, £683; doubtful, £3,093. 
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1090. Chairman. — Now, having heard these figures, 
to what do you attribute the dclicioiicy in these yeas-s 
that have beeu mentioned 1 — I could not tell you otF- 

Was there any special or leading cause for 
that deficiency 1— I cannot explain it. 

1G92. Have you found, for instance, in tlie Arrau 
Ouav Ward that you have been materially hampered 
hy those hills of sale referi-ed to in evidence ? — In some 
cases I have; 

1693. Have you lost much money in the three yesu-s 
you have beeu collecting in the Arrau Quay Ward by 
toason of that 1— Not so much as I lost m other wards. 
Iheie are not so many poor shop-keepers as in other 
parts of the city, where l>ills of sale are more freipient. 
^1694. We hai-e only hi^ard of two instances up to 
the present. Can you give an instance at all in your 
ward' of money being lost by bills of sale ? — One case 
came under my knowledge. Having heard that a hill 
of sale was out I wont down to the Qneen’s }3eiich and 
searched, and found the bill of sale on the file. iSo 
under the circumstances I thought there was no use in 
jny proceeding against the party. 

1695. Have many instances occurred in which that 
i)revented you from proceeding 1 — Several. 

1696. Woul<lyou saj' as many as twenty! — I would 
sav it would be over tuelve. 

1697. Hid this ocoiu- in respect of houses rated for 
a considerable amount, and apparently having a con- 
siderable amount of goods in them! — Generally good 
concerns. The parties would get stock from salesmas- 
tei-s and others, and, having boiTOwed money from 
money-lenihirs, they would give a bill of sale to cover 
tlie amount lent. 

1698. If you had power of distraining goods, irrespec- 
tive of ownership, you tliiuk you would be able to re- 
covei' these arreai-s ? — Certainly. 

1699. Have you in the Inns-quay Ward lost much 
during these three yeare by this system' of intervening 
landlords between the substantial owmer and a uinnher 
ofteiuuts in occupation! — T liave, avery large amount. 

17U0. Could you give us instances of that ! — I could 
not, unless I went over my list. 

1701. I refer to cases in which you took legal pro- 
ceedings, and have been defeated by a juggle! — Not 
generally ; hut cases have occurred frequently in other 
parts of tlie city with regard to tliat. I have known 
cases where a man, perhaps, would have four, live, or 
sis houses, and he has these houses set in tenements. 
He liv(!S in one house himself, and, perhaps, occupies 
a room, or two or three rooms. When you examine 
Ills place you would see it would be totally useless to 
even attempt legal proceedings against him. I have 
examuicd such places myself, and found it would be 
totally useless to iustitutc proceedings with the view 
of recoveriug £10 or £15 of rates from sucli a man, 
when the property, perhaps, would not realize forty 
shillings. 

1702. Could any increased jiowei-s tliat you would 
suggest enable you to overcome difficulties such as 
these ! — Certainly. 

1703. What is it you would suggest intliaf way! — 
I would suggest that you should have an Act of Par- 
liament making the tax a lieu or charge against the 
premises, giving a power to a laudlowl to conic in and 
make a (iecloi-atiou that the premises wei'e vacant 
during such a time, and. get an abatement on it. 

1704. Whom would you make primarily liable!— 
The premises. 

1705. How would you levy it! — On the incoming 
tenant. The landlord then should <Uscharge it, not to 
have the incoming tenant distrained. 

1706. If these arreai’s should continue to bo a 
charge on any incoming tenant, say for two or tliree 
yeare, would that materially help you! — It would 
most materially. 

1707. Would that he tlie best way to secure the 
rates — to give alien on the premises, making the goods 
of the incoming tenant liable ! Is tliere any other way 
you would suggest! — Nothing else occurs to me at 


present. I have gone to get a second half-year's rates Jan, s, W ». 

from a man, and I found tha t the man had left the 

liouse, takii!g away his thin.gs secretly at one or two 

o’clock in the morning. I made inquiries iu the ueigh- 

hourhood, ami having nscei tained where he went to, I 

summoned him and hai'e a warrant against him at 

present. 

1708. I suppose you would say there ought to be a 
limitation of time after which tlie goods of an incoming 
tenant should not be liable! — I think that w'ould be a 
good jjoint. 

1709. You would not have it perpetual ! — No. Itis 
had enough to charge a landlord for the taxes on a house 
when it would not be let. He might not have been 
.ible to set. the house, or perhaps he might. 

1710. Do you consider it a good plan transferring 
the collectors from one ward to another so frequeiitly ! 

— I do not, unless the chief clerk was gix'en an option 
of doing it on some special grounds. 

1711. What would be the special grounds which 
would justify the cliief clerk or Collector-General in 
transferring a collector ! — If lie found, for instnnen. a 
man had not an intention of doing his work — namely, 
keeping the hooks aii<l jury lists in proper order, and 
everything correct, I think that such a man sliould be 
put on the w’orst waixl of the city. 

1712. Why not dispense with his services alto- 
gether! — If lie he inconigible why not. 

1713. But is it not a bad plan to transfer a imm 
from a ward on the ground that he is doing the- work 
efficiently — Is not that discour.aging to an efficient 
man! — It wouhl have that tendency to some extent. 

1714. Except in exceptional cases you tliink it de- 
sirable the collector should be kept for a considerable 
time in the same ward ! — I do. It is a great help to 
a man making out the lists — the jury lists or others. 

A man, for iustmice. may call to a house and be told 
some other person lives there, in order to evade heiug 
put on the jury list, and in the same way vritli regaid 
to voters. But if the collector has knowledge of tlie 
ward and knows a man is living in a house for twelve 
mouths or so, he can put him on from his knowledge of 
the fact that he is there still, without making investiga- 
tion. In strange wards the collector does not possess 
this knowledge, and the business is retarded. 

1715. Do you see any objection to keeping a man 
for eight or tan years iu a wai-d '? From your expe- 
rience can you suggest any objection to that? — I 
cannot. 

171G. As to the classification of collcctore, with 
dift'erent pay, and so on, do you think it would tend 
to improve matters in tlie office if for the first five 
years a collector was paid a certain poundage, and that 
at the end of that time a power sliould he given to the 
Collector-General of gh’ing to a meritorious servant a 
small salary over and above his poundage, and at tlie 
end of four or fiito yeoi's more that tliat should he, in- 
creased ! — A bonus as it were ! 

1717. Yes. As a reward of merit ! — Itwouldmake 

1718. IMi'. Phipps. — It would avoid any jealousy 
junoiigst the collectoi's as regards a sliding scale of 
poundage ! — Yes. 

1719. You ai-o aware that in the Colloctor-General’s 
office there is a clerk who constantly reccii'es pay- 
ineiita from the public ! — Yos. 

1720. That system has e.Nistcd since you becami! a 
collector in 18.5:5! — Not the same system. Wkciil 
came into the office tliere ivas a chief clerk and an as- 
sistant iu the cash ofiice. If there were complaints 
forwarded to him, the chief clerk would deal with them. 

These two iiieu were constantly in the cash office, and 
a great deal of money was taken in. When a press of 
business came on, the chief clerk called out another as- 
sistant to help. 

1721. The difference is that iu tliose times, as com- 
jiared with more modem times, there wa.s a larger staff 
iu the office to receive money i — Yes, a gund stall and 
more aecoimnodatioii. There wi.s a room where the 
chief cashier would he, and his deimty to assist him, 
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Jan. 5, 18?8. 1722. Ill those days was there more money received 

Mr. Henchy. through the office than now ? — No, because the 

assessment is more now. 

1723. But more in proportion 1 — I think there was. 
No money was let go out of the office at all. 

1724. Would it be a good plan to make an arrange- 
ment of tliis chaiactcr. That ior four days in the 
week the collector sliould collect from house to liouse, 
and on two days in the week attend for certain hours 
in his office to receive money, and that there should be 

no money paid into the office except in that way 1 

That might clasli with the collector going round. It 
could not, perhaps, be done in that way. 

1725. Would it be well to abolish the present 
system of the cleric in the office receiving money 
from the public 1 — If the jireseiit system is not im- 
proved, I would say abolish it. 

172(J. Would it be better to liave no one in the 
office to receive the money ? — I do say so empliatically, 
unless the system is improved. 

1727. Then it should be left in the hands of the 
collectors to receive the luoiieyl — Yes. 

l>o ymi sec any objc(rtion at all to abolishing 
tlie receiving clei-k in the office, and leaving it to the 
cdlectors to get tlie money /—If tliere was greater fa- 
cility in the office for taking tlie money, the office 
might bo left 02 >en - if aiTangements were made to 
have the money taken within Jive or ten minutes, so 
as not to have jieo 2 >le waiting tliere. The present 2 >rac- 
tice of keeping 2 ' 002 >le waiting i.s absiml, 

1729. Altliongh by certain changes, aud increasing 

the staff, you think it miglit be as well to have money 
received in the office, yet you consider tlie 2 'resent sys- 
tem is much worse than allowing the collectors to col- 
lect ill the money as best they can, ami shut up the 
office collection altogether? I do. 

1730. Mr. Brooks.— Can you explain how these 
notices or claims to be on the electoral roll come to be 
served. Why is it necessary for a large number of 
pei-sons who have served you with these notices calling 
oil you to put them on the electoral roll — why is it 
necessary they should have imposed u|)ou tliem the ne- 
cessity of serving you with diese notices 1 — The notices 
you hohl in your hand, eleven-twelfths of them are all 
claims under the People’s Representation Act. On 
the ageniB belonging to the dilibrent registration offices 
going round and making imjuiiy, people find out that 
they are entitled to claim for other than tlie lodger 
franchise, and under section 5 of the Act, 31 and 32 
Vic., cha 2 >. 49, they come in and get these claims filled 
up. I’he.so claims never come in to us until after the 
20th of July, and the Town Clerk has up to the 4tli 
August to get in those claims. These peoiile are to- 
tally unknown to us. They are all valued at from .£4 
to £8, that lieing the pro 2 >orty qualification, for which 
we as a matter of right 2 >ut on every man. I don’t 
know, for instance, tlm 2 ieo 2 de who appear on tlieso 
claims. I make tlicm out in al 2 >hahetical oixler. I go 
round aud investigate these claims. I find out, for m- 
stance, that one man is in Arbour Place for twelve 
moutlis. If weekly or monthly tenants, I don’t put 
the name on ; but from my knowledge of the ward, if 
I know a man has been in tlie house— and I genw-ally 
take the name of the subtenant— if I know or find 
out that lie has been more than twelve months, I put 
him on. But otherwise I do not, for Judge BaiTv 
gave It as his opinion that weekly or monthly toiiante 
would not be entitled to have their names 2 >ut on the 
rate^book first by us without sending in the claims. 

1731. Then am I to understand that you do not 
consider it your duty to put the name of the occujiier 
whom you find in possession on the electoral roll unless 
he serves you witli a notice such as I hold in my hand ? 
—Ferhajis you misundei-stand me. These notices are 
all in rcsjiect of ratings between .£4 10s. and £8, which 
we, m the first instance, cannot put on unless we are 
cognisant the parties are in possession. To ascertain 
that we must go from house to house. 

1732. It is your duty to call at every inhabited 
house? — ^Tes. 


1733. Boyou not |.ut the occupier on unless he is 
rated at oi' about ,£8 ! — The name i>f the occupier does 
not appear in the rate book at all. We have Rename 
of the owner down in the ov ncirs' column. The owner 
of coui-se, does not live in tlie house. A. B., the 
tenant, lives in the house. The owner is amenahle to 
IIS, as tlie tenant, of course, jiays no taxes at ail. 1 ^ 
several cases they come in and jiay the poor-rates be- 
fore we 2 >'it them down, and in a few cases we eater 
them without payhifr the ])oor-rate. In fact, I rate 
them if I find a man is in the Ijouse for twelve months 
but it is not the practice to put a man on the rate book 
when tlie collector finds out that he is strictly a weeklv 
or monthly tenant. I have done so, but otlier collet 
tors do not, as the O 2 )iuiou of the judges has been 
against it. We, of course, should not do wiuat we have 
a legal opinion against. If I know a man to be in a 
house for twelve months, or two or three years, I of 
course put liim on. 

1734. Is not the effect of your action to disfranchise 
a large number of occupiers whom it is iutemled hy 
the legislature should be on the electoral roll ?— R ia 
not my action. The (ailleotor-lieneral got a le»al 
opinion that weekly or monthly tenants were not tolie 
2 iufc on tlie rate-book, unless they came in or served 
these notices. 

1735. Have you the Collector-General's directions 
not to 2 >lace on tlie rate-book the names of weekly or 
monthly toinrnts ! — Such instructions have been issued 
to the collectors. The Collector-General will not put 
a man on who is a weekly tenant. 

173G. Have you not been acting yourself contrary 

to tlie directions of the Collector-General ? Well, if J 

find a man living in a house for tliree or four years I 
would put him on the rate-book. 

1737. Has any ])erson you so [iiit on the i-ate-book 
been afterwards jdaced on tlie electoral roll?— Cer- 
tainly. 

1738. Then if othei' collectors do not do so, and exer- 
cise such a discretion, a large nmulier of persons are 
disfranchised 1 — They must be guided by the construc- 
tion of the Act. 


1739. Have the other collectors been carrying out 
the directions of the Uollector-General in that regard? 
— I think they have. 

1740. Chairman. — Wliat wc want to understand is 
this. Suppose, for instance, you are aware at tlie time 
you are giving information for tlie rate-book and as- 
sessment book to be made up, that a man whose valu- 
ation is £6, is a yearly tenant, is his mime put on the 
rate-book? — It is in accordance with the instructions 
of the Collector-General. 

1741. A.s I understand, founded onalegal opinion, 
tlie collector does not ]nit on the rate book a man 
whose valuation is between £4 and £8, if he be only 
a weekly or monthly tenant ? — No, sir. 

1742. If he is a weekly or monthly tenant ?— The 
mle of the office was that every man whose rate 
stai ted at £8 was generally put on, 

1743. The ojiinion the Collector-General got is to 
the effect that, if a man is a weekly or monthly tenant 
merely, he is not to ajii'ear on the rate book, but if 
a yearly tenant is rated for any sum over £4 he should 
be jmt on the rate book without notice of any sort? 

1744. Tlie.se claims or notices seiwed on you are by 
persons, who for some reason or another, thought they 
should be on the rate book and were not on it, and 
you were called on to investigate it? — Yes ; in agreat 
number of the cases 2 Jeople don’t give these notices 
themselves. If I find a man is not in a place for 
twelve months, I prove it before tlie Revision Court. 

1745. One of the duties of the Revision Court is to 
ascertain if the claims are well founded ? — Yes ; and 
they receive evidence about it. 

1746. And if you find the claims are not well 
founded, you would not put them on tJie book 1 — No. 

1747. They might be there for veara though? — 
They might. 

1748. And when you are aware of that fact you put 
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them on ? Yes. If the People’s Representation Act 

abolished that poition of the Act we ■would have no 
difficulty whatever, 

1749. Esj>ecially if the landlord pays the rates 1 — 
Yes. 

1750. The landloid may pay the rates and the 
occupier can escape under the present system '! — Un- 
less he puts in a claim, and then we have to investigate 
the claim. 

1751. Witli regard to those rate books ; have you 
preseived these books! — I generally keep my own 
books for the last three or four years. They may go 
astray. We suppose that after three or four yeai-s we 
have no necessity for keeping them. 

1752. Would you be able to vouch your accounts 
and collections for a period since the appointment of 
the present Collector-General! — I could not. No col- 
lector in the office could do it. 

1753. Are we to understand your books are dcs- 
•troyed'? — I cannot say destroyed, they might have 
gone .astJ'ay. 

1754. Would you be able to find them! — Perhaps 
I might. 

1755. Where ai« tliey kept! — In our houses, oi- in 
desks. 

1756. I think it is of great importance tlie collectors 
should make diligent search for these books. Assum- 
ing you get your books, how long •would it take yon 
to make out from these books an account of the arrears 
of rates uncollected from any cause ? — It would be a 
very lieavy job. It would take three weeks or a 
montli at least. 

1757. Would you be able to show ua as a result, 
the various causes from whicli these rates remained 
uncollected, distinguishing vacant houses from pre- 
mises on whicli the rates were remitted, or from any 
otliev c-auso uncollected ! — T think not, specifically. 

1758. We have ascertained it is impossible to get 
this information from the books in the Collectoi- 
Geueiul’s office. Do you also, as a collector, tell us 
that you could not give that information from your 
books! — There would be difficulty, being transfen-ed 
frem one wai-d to anotlier. In 1S71 and 1872 I was 
on one ward and another man would be then put on. 
Tliat man may have died and a vacuum would arise 
between the two. 

1759. When tlie transfer of a collector is made not 
at the beginning of a year, the book in the hands of 
the collector on a ■ward is transferred to his successor ! 
—That is the case. 

17G0. And I suppose each collector has a peculiar 
way of marking his own book. There is no uniformity 
obsei'ved in the way of marking it! — No. Each man 
has his own way. They say “ S " or “ set ” for a house 
set or the contrary, and they can afterwards verify it 
to betrae. 

1701. Mr, Moylan mentioned in the coui-se of his 
evidence tliat the books were more or less unintelligible, 
I suppose by reason of the peculiar way in which each 
collector might happen to make an entry! — It is liai’d 
for any other man to understand it except the collector 
himself. 

1762, Have you had applications from persons in 
the city claiming exemption on the ground of vacancy, 
when in reality tliere was occupation, the person being 
only temporarily away ! — In some cases we have. 

1763, Is there any such exemption given in your 
experience! — I believe in very few ciises. 

1764, Could you mention any cases in which such 
exemption ■was given! — Nothing of thekiiid occuiTed 


■with myself. 1. heard from another collector of a com- 5, isjs; 
promise of the kind being made. 

1765. Have you heard of a compromise being 
made in the office when there was an occupation of por- 
tion of the house, and it was aimanged that the entire 
amount of the assc'ssiiiont should not be levied ! — I 
heard the Oolleotor-Geiieral did in some eases when he 
found the man had gone away and intended to set the 
house, but left some of the furniture in it as a storage. 

He did not charge the whole of the I'ates, because 
the man merely left the goods there as a storage. 

1766. Have cases of that kind occuiTed with you 
this year? — No. 

1767. Did a case of that kind ever occur with you ! 

— Yes, in 1856. In the Arran-quay Ward a man 
named Bergin gave up business, but he kept some 
crates and other things in a back office, and lie went 
away. Fi'om information I got in another house I 
found out he had possession of the place still, I sum- 
moned him for tlic amount and he brought me in and 
showed me how the thing stood. Having found that 
there were only a few things stored in the ])lace and 
that the man did not intend to come back again, I re- 
commended the Collector-General to charge only a 
certain amount, and the Collector-General did decide 
that he should pay only a certain sum. 

Mr. M'Tntyre. — I may explain, sir, that under the 
Collector-General’s Act we are not bound to rate any- 
one who is only a weekly or a monthly tenant. It is 
our duty, when sci'viug our notices on the .£6 or £,?> 
rating, if we .should find that the parties are yearly 
tenants, we rate them directly witli the owner. As to 
the foi-m of claim produced, these claims ai-e served 
every year under tlie People’s Representation Act, for 
the purpose of bringing in these weekly and monthly 
tenants under the Fi'anchise Act. Hence a number of 
these notices are served and we don’t know when we 
get these claims but that a new tenancy has been 
created, and we have to ascertain the fact. Tlie same 
way in reference to the municipal franchise, and we 
are bound to answer all tliese questions before the re- 
vising barrister. We have no instructions at all to rate 
weekly or monthly tenants. 

CiiAiRMAX. —That is sufficiently clear. 

Mr. Henchy. — On tlie claims being served the 
pai’tics to the claim wlieii coming into court, either by 
themselves or agents, prove in court that they have 
been thei'e for twelve months continuously and that 
they have the whole of the rated premises. We certify 
they are rated premises, so these tenants get on in 
court notwithstanding the fact that the Collector- 
General does not put them on, :ind the revising ban’is- 
ter in no case disch.arges the claim as bad from the fact 
that we have not got them on our books. It has no- 
reference to their getting on, the fact of their not being- 
primarily rated by us, when the claim comes to be 
decided before the revising barrister. 

1768. Chairman. — The purport of your evidence 
and that of Mr. MTntyre is this. The collectors ad- 
mit there should appear on the rate-book a person who 
is rated over £4, but in consequence of a legal opinion 
you don’t consider that tliia rule extends to weekly 
or monthly lodgers and you don’t put these on the 
rate-book, but only the yearly tenants! — Yes. 

1769. And you state you have a legal opinion to 
support that ! — Quite right. They arc put on whether 
we -wish or not before the I'evising Barrister. We 
don’t think it defeats the spirit of the franchise or 
lessens the lists. 

1770. That is a matter of oiiinioii! — But it gives 
some trouble. 


Mr. IlnsR-y Frederick Hunt examined. 


ttr. Hont. 


1771. Chairman. — How long have you been in the 
office of the Collector-General as a collector ? — Since 
September, 1874. 

1772. When you -went to the office what ward were 

you put on! — ^The Inng-quay and Rotunda. 


1773. Who ha<l been previously collecting there? 
—Mr. M'Hugh. 

1774. He died? — Howas on the ward immediately 
before me, but not permanently. The gentleman in 
that ward before was Mr. Furlong. 

M 2 
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Jan. s, mu. ITT'). When you went tliere in September, 1874; 

Mr. whicli wer<- used by the previous col- 

lector Imiulecl r)ver to yon 1 — Tlicy were. 

177C. Kow were yon able, having regard to the 
chai-acter of llio hoolcs we Imve here — how did you 
know wlsnt houses had jjaid. urwliat rates were re- 
mitted, and so on 1 — By the books. When I foimd 
there was no ])ayment made, or only part payment, I 
aj>plied for the amount on the halauce. 

1777. you able to understand the books? — 
Not at the eomiiimicernoiit, but I did the best I could. 

1778. One of the collector.^ told us the book is not 

intelligible except to tlu! inmi who keeps it? Cer- 

tainly I found great diflic-ulty at first, I had to get a 
brother collector to show jiie how to read it 

177D. Had you any experieuco in tliat war before ? 
— No. 

1780. What ward were you transfia-red to after 
that ? — To another ward at my own request, the North 
Buck. 

1781. Have you continued ill tliat ? — Yos; for two 
years. Tlien I was trausfeiTcd, not at my owui re- 
quest. 

1782. Please state tlie figures for the North Dock 
Ward for 1874, 187i), and 1876 ? 

Air. PiniTs.— -North Dock Ward, 1874, collectible, 
£1,705, In 1875, collectible, £870. In 1870, col- 
]ecti)>lo,£871. In 1874, doubtful, £10,979. In 1875, 
doubtful £2, 102. In 1876, doubtful, £1,732. 

1783. UiiAiRiiAN.— you see for the first of these 
yearethesmu returned as doiibtfiilis avery larn-e sum. 
Aro you aware whether that included any largo sum 
in litigation with any public body? — Yes; with the 
Poi-t and Docks Board, over £5,000 or £6,000. 

1784. Tlie result, as far as I can see, was to in- 
crease tho amount of rates outstanding tliat were con- 
sidoi-ed collcctihlc, and to reduce the amount oon- 
siderod doubtful? — Yes. I w'as told every half year 
that my collection was improving, that I was ahead 
in my collection. 

1785. What ward were you transferred to then ? — 
Mouutjoj. 

1780. Y lio was in that ward previously ? — Mr. 
Baiiiion, 

1787. What wa.s the «hite of the Moimtjoy \Vard 
ill 1870, the last yoai' of Mr. Baniion ? 

Mr, Piiii’fs— In 1870, collectible, £1,980; doubt- 
ful, £2,770. In 1875, collectible, £1,819; doubtful, 
£2,080. In 1874, collectible £2,595 ; doubtful, .£734, 

1788. Cfeaibman. — H ave you made uji your return 
for 1877, in connexion with that ward ?— Only in a 
rough way. I can tell the half yeai'. 

1789. Tell us why it was you were transferred at 
tlie cud of two years from a ward in which you ap- 
poai-od to bciiiiprO\’iiig?— Tlie Collector-General can tell 
you that. I understood I was to remain on the ward. 

1790. But you were ti-ansfevred ? — Yes. 

1791. What ward was Mr. .Bauiion sent toafter that? 
— To a ward that I was leaving. 

1 < 92, Mr. Bannon is ill now ? — So I understand. 

1793. Show the arrear sliectsfor 1876 of the North 
Dock ward, and also the arrear sheets of 1874 for tlie 
same ward if they are here ? 

Mr. Taaffe . — They are not here. 

1794. CiiAmii.-VN.— Have you got any of the books 
you used when you were on the North Dock Ward, 
your own books ? — No ; I handed them all over to tlie 
collector. 

1795. Wlion you came into the ward you are now 
in did you get any books? — Yes; for thiee years 
together I got the books. 

1790. Have you got all the books that were handed 
over to you in reference to that ward? I have. 

1797. You can account for all the books you got, 
either by showing them still in your possession, or that 
you handed them over to the other collector?— Yes. 

1798. kroiu these books in your possession could 
you show the arrears accruing from 1875 as far &s they 
appear on the face of these books ? — I could not. 

1 1 99. Is that because certain of these books were 


kept by other collectors? — Yes; and I don’t under- 
stand them. 

1800. On this question, of amount of arrears for 
some years, you can give us no help from these books? 
— No. 

1801. If you were continued on the Noi-th Dock 
Ward for another year you would be able to reduce the 
outstanding cleticiency? — Certainly. Each year I ex- 
jieeted to reduce it. It is now one of the best wai-ds in 
the city. 

1802. During the two years you were there did yon 
find money was lost in that ward by reason of bills of 
sale? — 1 did not. There was a great change in tlio 
waixl between 1875 and 1876. A great number of 
houses were taken down and new buildings put up. 

■ 1803. As far as bills of sale were concerned they 
tlid not interfere witli the collection ? — No. 

1804. Was any sum lost by reason of the immediate 

lessor being a jiei-son from whom you could not lew 
it?_Ye.s. ■' 

1805. Could you give us instances of tliese cases 
I could not. 

1800. Did you take proceedings ag.iinst the imme- 
diate lessor, and be defeated by his being a pauper? 
— I did not. 

1807. Had you to institute legal proceedings in 
your ward? — I had not. 

1808. Your collection, duiing the two years 
you were there, was a collection without leval 
proceedings at all ? — It was. The fix-st year I could 
not have taken legal proceedings, for the previous col- 
lector had died, and I could ixot prove notice. In 1876 
I thought I would remain in the waixl, and that I 
would not summon in that year. I established a 
notice of my own, which contained only two or three 
lines, saying they would be summoned in a week if 
they did not pay, I found that brought in a good 
deal of mom-}-, 

1809. Have you got that form of notice?— I have 
(produced). There is a regular foi-m for the office, 
Imt this is one of iny own wliich I adopted. 

1810. You say you found tliat your own notice 
brought in a good deal of money ?— It did. 

1811. And yet you never took any action on this 1—1 
did not, 

1812. You say, '‘Unless the undermentioned taxes 
are paid within one v'eek a summons will be issued 
against you, for the recovery of same, xvithout further 
notice.” Did you find in your ward that many per- 
sons allowed the second half-year’s rates to remain 
uujiaid until late in December? — A great many. 

1813. Wliat class of people were tliese? Were they 
peo]->le not disposed to pay until the last moment?— 
A great many of them could have paid if they thonglit 
proper. They wisiied to leave it as long a.s tliej could. 
Some could not. I have a letter from a highly respect- 
ahle shopkeejier apologizing for not paying his taxes 
earlier. 

1814. And .some, I suppose, xvho have good means 
to pa}’ did not even pay in December, but allowed it 
to stand over until January? — Some people have done 
so, but not many. 

1815. And those were people who had means to 
pay? — Yes. 

1816. And property to lev}’ from ? — Plenty. 

1817. If you commenced to enforce a payment 
of tho second half year in the beginning of October, 
would it be of advantage ? — Yes, I think so. If people 
got a puUic intimation that if they did not pay within 
a certain time that proceedings would be taken, I 
think many of them would be very much astonished. 

1818. And would you not think it desirable tliat 
intimation should be acted on after it was given? — 
By all means. 

1819. If an intimation were given that the second 
half year’s rates must be paid before the 1st October, 
or that proceedings would be taken ? — I think so. It 
should be done at once. 

1820. \Yith people who have undoubted means ? — 
Yes. 
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1821. I find in the North Dock ward arrear sheet 
furnished by yon in 1875 some large sums stated as 
doubtful, and assessed on occupants of houses — 
“ Beresford-place, J. C. Walsli.” I find the consoli- 
dated rates for tho year on that was £13 11s. Ad., and 
£32 l.«. 4d. due for move tlian two years, TJiat is 
marked as “ doubtful.” What were the circumstances 
of that case i — There was nothing in the house, as well 
as I recollect. 

1822. Was Mr. Walsh living in tlie house? — He 
vii.s not. 

Mr. JIuiuiAV. — There is some entry previous ot 



— iNO. 

1824. Did you find out who this Mr. Walsli was? — 
I do not remember now ; hut at the time I osplained 
it to the Collector-General. 

1825. This Mr. J. 0. Walsh. Was he the owner 
of the “ Geoi-ge Hotel 1” — I lieiicve he was. 

1826. Does that bring to your mind anything con- 
nected ■with it ? — I do not remember. 

1827. Ml’S. OTlah^rty’s rates due — one year, .£13 
4»., imd arrears £34 5s. M. You mailc that “doubt- 
ful.” A summons was issued? — It was not issued. 
She did not live on the premises. The rooms wei-e 
let in tenements. There were different people living 
in it. 

1828. If yon had tlie power to distrain then on any 
person, would you have been able to huy the rates 1 — 
No doubt of it. The woman liei’sclf lived down on 
Pembroke-road, I think. I have her address in the 
office. I could get you licr adib’css. 

1829. In the liouse in wliiclislie lived in Pembroke- 
road, had she furniture ? — I have no doubt that she had. 

1830. How wa.s it in that case that two years were 
allowed to accrue due without prooeedings being taken 
gainst her, or against the goods in the premises ? — 
She was not on the premises at all. 

1831. She was rated, at all events. Her name ap 
pearaonthe ratebook. Was no efibrt made to pro- 
ceed against lier, or, if she was erroneously rated, 
against the person properly rateable ? — I did not take 
proceedings against her. 


1832. Did the Collector-General ever call your at- 
tention to that particular case, according to your re- 
collection ? — I do not recollect. 

1833. Did you ever go into tlsat house to see was 
she there ? — I did. I could not fiinl her. 

1834. I find another entry here. Tenant, Dr. 
Austin Meldou, £18 16«. Sd. Amount dub, £28 odd. , 
Piret of all, there is something written in pencil. 
That is erased, and then the word “doubtful” is 
written in ink, and that is struck out again. Do you 
know anything about that house? — I do. It was a 
sort of temporary hospital, and Dr. Meldon tliought 
there should be no taxes charged upon it. I won’t 
say it was chargeable altogether, but lie considered it 
should be remitted altogether. I found it so when I 
came there. Ho said he would see the authorities, 
and try aud get the taxes remitted. I took no pro- 
ceedings against him. 

1835. Mr. Muiikay.— D oes Dr. Mi-ldon reside there? 
— No ; he lives in Merrion-squai-e. 

1836. CiiADiM.AN. — How did his name come into 
the rated occu])iers’ list? — I found it there. 

1837. The £28 Os. Dd. was allowed a debit out of 
your collection? — Yes. 

1838. Did you speak to the Collector-General 
about it? — I did. He did not direct me to summon 
him. 

1839. TI\q CoUactor-Gencral. — I put the letter “S” 
in evei-y case in -whicli I thought a summons should 

1840. Cii.URMAK. — I see in some of the.se cases 
where a house is marked “colicctitde.” I find after- 
wards the word “ paid” written in. I presume in .such 
cases tlie amount was paid ! -Yes, there are a great 
many instauc(;s of that. 

1841. What becomes of tho.se cases in wliich “paid’' 
is not written, but described as ■written olf? — They 
should be written off, 

1842. In what way — where they are described as 
collectible-? — No ; not at all. 

1843. Wliat becomes of those. Are those collected 
in the next year, and are they marked paid in that 
year I — A gi-eat number go into the next year, and 
then they are marked off. 


Mr. ’ William Weatiierup, re-examined. 


I desire to offer the Commissioners some explana- 
tion in refei-ence to tlie case of .John C. Walsh. That 
was a man who owned tho George Hotel, hut lie failed. 
Then he took the house referred to in Beresford-place, 
whicli he let in apartments. It was utterly im[)ossible 
to get the rates "from that man. I summoned him 
twice, and once, I know, it was quite imi>ossible to get 
the rates out of him at all. Then after some time lie 
went, I believe, to America, aud came hack to tliis 
country and o]iened a public house in Bridge-street. I 
think a Miss Rogers owned the house, and she had a 
great deal of ti'oiiblc to get Walsli out of it, aud to get 
into it a Mr. Ball, a ship-broker, who is there stOl I 
believe. But in Walslis case it was impossible to get 
the rates out of him. 

1844. CiiAiRMAX. — I tliiiik you said it was let out 
in tenements — do you mean to say that it was let out 
in respectable lodgings? — No, let in a sort of offices. 
Some people from Newry had oriices tliere j they were 
large timber merchants ; I cannot just now remember 
their names. Well, tliey occupied one set of oflices, 
and Mr, Ball was also a tenant for other offices in the 
house. 

1845. Was there office furniture ? — There was. 

1840. If you had power to distrain, irrespective of 

the ownership — or irrespective of the furniture being 
the property of the person rated — you could have 
realized? — We could. I wish to make an observation 
la reference to ■the ease of Mrs. O’Flalierty. Before 
my time her husband was a ■wine merchant with a 
flourishing business, but she has been gradually going 
dorm, and there was some sympathy felt for her by 
every one connected with her, and there was a gi’eat 


numbei: of people going backward and forward trying 
to obtain for her an extension of time. She p.aid some- 
thing year by vear while I u'as there, and dui’iug the 
three years she paid a small sum now and again, but 
it was a regular case of break-dou'ii. Aud then there 
was a man there — he was a tea mercliant fix)in the 
Custom House, and he had offices. That was a case 
in which, if we had the j)owei’, we could have got tho 
rates. 

1847. Was she not in occupation? — She was a rated 
occupier, but you could scarcely tell where she lived. 

1848. Was there no furniture? — Tory little, just 
office furniture, and things of that sorb. 

1849. But you had power to levy off them? — We 
had powei^ to levy off thorn, but she always pair! a little 
now and again. 

1850. Did you know a.s a matter of fact that 
there was value in the house ? — Ves. I may men- 
tion with reference to Dr. Meldon’s case that there 
■was a party of gentlemen connected witli the Civil 
Service. I know some of thorn ■were in the Custom 
House. Ml'. Dane, a clerk in tlie Long Boom under 
Mr. Cathcart, and other gentlemen sbirted this ho.spi- 
tal on the principle that each person going in u'as to 
pay ono shilling, for which he was to get adi'ice and 
medicine. Those gentlemen v'ere under the impi'es-sion 
that the rates would be taken off. Subseiiuciitly, Dr. 
Meldon took up the institution, and spoke to the chief 
clerk about the matter, always hoping from time to 
time that he would get the taxes taken off by Mr. Ball 
Greene. Since then Dr. Meldon has, I believe, handed 
over the hospital to another company, but hLs con- 
nexion with it has not ceased. 



Mr. HuQt 


Mr. WiUiam 
'lyoatherup. 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



82 


COLLECTION OF EATES INQXJIKY. 


Jan. 5, 28*8. 


Mr. Willinm 


1851. Tliero have been no rates paid on the j)re- 
mises for yeai-s ? — I know Dr. ^Icldoii paid some ; but 
the iiospital changed hands so frequently that we have 
not put the liability on anyone. 

1852. I.s that a case in whicli, if you hud (jad powei' 
of distress^ you would have had no difficulty in getting 
your money ? — No difficulty whatever. 

1853. When was Dr. Meldon liablel — He was 
liable fir some months. 

1854. When wore you on tlsi.s ward?— I tliink I 

was on tliis ward in 1 am about four yeai's cm the 

South Dock and Trinity Ward- --! must have been 
there in 1872 and 1873. 

185.5. Do you reinember the case cjf Phelan, ,£7 4s,, 
and which name I see is upon the rates. H e is desciibed 
as “ doubtful ” ? — I thiiik that house bclonss to a Mi'. 
Russell, of Moiiiitjoy-squarn, and that case illustrates 
one of the difficulties that we have to contend with. 
Thi.s gentleman sets his house to a Jli-. Phelan, and 
makes himself liable for the I'ates, and to his tenants 
lie says he pays the i'ates, and the tenants say “ We 
have nothing to do with the i'ates ; v’e liave miwle an 
agi'ccment with the landlord to pay the lates.” Then 
the landloi'd said to me, “ I have nothing to do witli 
that agi'ecment.” That is one; of the Cfvses we have to 
contend witJi. 


1856. There is no donbt that the owner, immediate 

lessor and the occupier, wei'O all able to pay?— 
Yes. ^ • 

1857. Don’t you think in a case like tiiat it would 
be desirable for the I'ate collector to take the matter 
shaiqily up for once, and enforce tlie rates in the -way 
in which lie can, off the premises, and let the landlord 
and tenant settle it between them afterwards ?—Wp 
do that. 

1858. CiiAiRM.^s. — I see a house op])osite on the 
list — Alice Knight — consolidated rates, .£13 18s. 8d,? 
Well, I happened to know Mi-s. Knight ; I think she 
was the wife of a solicitor who was dead. She gi-adually 
failed altogetlier, and I am aware of that, because I 
happened to live for four years in tlie neighbourhood. 
She failed absolutely. I think tliat was a case in 
wliich we could not get the rates. 

1859. Wei-e any steps taken to get them ? I could 

not say in that case. 

1860. I find her on tlie rate-books for 1875 

was alter your time? — Yes, that was after my time in 
the ward. It was only the tln-ee cases to which I 
have called your attention that I desired to be 
examined upon. 


Mr. Buckley. 


Mr. Frederick Arthur Buckley examined. 


1861, — When was it you became a col- 
lector in the t’olIcctor-Dcnoi'al of Rates’ office? I 

was appointed in Decembei-, 1876. 

1862, Tiipu you have only been one year in office ? 
— Only one year in the office. 

186;-i. \\ eiv you in any other occupation prior to 
that time that g.ivevou any knowledge of the busi- 
ness I -No. 

1861, How long were you upon probation? — Six 
montliK. 

1865. In what ward were you during that time? — 
In the Ai'i'fin-quay Ward. 

1866. Did you .succeed a collector who died? — No, I 
succeeded Mr. Htuichy. 

1867. And how was it thata vacancy arose at that 
time? — Mr. Heiic'liy was transferred to the Usher’s- 
quay Ward, and I got the wal'd tliat he vacated. 

1868. And wlio was the collector that retii-ed or 
died who.se place lie filled in the Uslier’s-quay Ward ? 
— Thei'c wei-e two vacancies caused by the deaths of 
Mr, Nason and Mr. Ovei-end. 

1869. They both died ? — Yes. 

1870. Bcfoi'e that Mr. Hencliy had been in the 
Arrnn-quay Ward? — Yes, 

1871. .Do I uiulei-stand tliat you got the same rate 
of poundage as Mr. Henchy did iu the previous year? 
— 1 believe so. 

1872. Have you made up your accounts for the 
year yet? — I have not yet made up the arrears; I 
have finished my collection, and lodged all the money 
I collected. 

1873. Can you tell us tlie amount outstanding on 
your ward for the yeai' 1877 from all causes ?— I could 
not. 

Mr. Moylan . — I may state that Mr. Buckley is a 
most efficient officer. He has reduced the arrear.s tre- 
mendously. 

Examination resumed. 

1874. What is the character of the propei'ty in your 
ward ? — Some of it is very good property. There are 
a great many very good pays in my ward, and there is 
also a lot of vei'y poor property. 

1875. When you speak of “bad pays" — as far as 
you canjudge, does that bad pay arise from an inability 
oil the part of those taxed to meet the claims upon 

them, or does it arise from unwillingness to do so ? 

Prom inability to pay the rates. 

1876. Are there many cases in tliat ward of -wldch 


wo have had instances in other war<is — of pei-sons well 
able to pay not paying the last lialf of the year uiitil 
the last day of the year or thereabouts ?— There 

1877. Are there many cases of that kind? Yea 

that is where they have the first half paid. ’ 

1878. Those are cases of men who have undoubtedly 
the ability to pay more promptly, but who do not ?— 
Yes. 

1879. Are you of opinion that it would be desnable 
for the future to insist tliat the last half-year should 
be paid in the montli of October, or at latest at the 
beginning of November ? — Certainly. 

1880. I suppose you do not yourself take any pro- 
ceedings for the half-year’s i-ates until the first half 
of the year has been paid, and then not until the end 
of the year? — Well, in one case I did taJee proceed- 
ings. 

1881. Was that in the case of a person who was 
really able to pay and had been paying that way all 
along, or was it the ease of a person who could not 
)my ? — It was in the case of a person wlio told me 
Hatly that he would not pay until the last day or two 
of the year. 

1882. What was the form of the proceedings you 
instituted ? — I summoned him. 

1883. Who is the man to whom you allude? — A 
man named Denis Moran. 

1884. Did he pay the amount of tlie rates due 
bcfo 2 -e you levied ? — He did. 

1885. What reason did he give — was it custom?— 
It -was simply that it had been the custom not to pay 
until the end of the year, and the reason he gave was 
not a fair reason, because the year before he let the 
rates i^un uito arrear. 

1886. How do you mean the year before? — He 
paid the first half of the year, but let the second half 
run into arrears. 

1887. When you say “run into arrears,” did he 
really let the payment run into the following January ? 
— Yes. 

1888. When he said that it was not his custom to 
pay earlier did lie bring the assertion forward as a 
matter of I’ight, or did he say that, inasmuch as the 
rates had not been collected before tliat time before, ho 
would not pay them, then ? — He brought it forward as 
a matter of custom — that he should not have been 
asked for the money before. 

1889. Have you found many other instance 
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aBalo^'ous to tiiat, but where yo\i had not actually to 
take proceedings in your collection i — There were a 
.Ti-eat many cases in which people said when they were 
payin'^ tire first half, they would pay the other I'lalf in 
[lie montliof December, and in the majority of cases 
they kept their words, but in some Ciiscs they did not. 

1890. Setting aside the cases of \ acant houses, whicli 
(if course iU’e not liable for rates, in that ward are three 
many cases in which you think the rates are hope- 
lessly irrecoverable 1 — There are a great many pauper 
tenants. 

1891- Does the fact that those rates are not I'c- 
coverable or collectible arise, as lar as you can judge, 
because there are no goods availalile for them ) — in a 
great many cases that is so. 

1892. Have you found in that ward any instance of 
bills of sale having debarred your power of recovering 
tie rates 1—1 have not. 

1893- Have you found in that ward persons rated 
iis “ immediate lessors” who, wlieii you sought to re- 
cover from them, turned out either to be paupers, or 
men who denied liaving any connexion with the place 
at all?— Well, I cannot say I have. 

1894. Confining yourself to tlie cases you have men- 
tioned where you say the rates are irrecoverable by 
reason of the poverty of the occujiaiits, do you tliink 
any amendment of the law would enable you to recover 
those rates?— I think if we had the power to distrain 
upon any furniture found on the premises uj>on which 
the rate is leviable it would serve us very Jiiuch, and 
I think also if the rates were levied on the- house itself 
it would make both the landlord and tenant very care- 
ful almut the rates being paid. 

1895. When you say that oni' help would be to 
enable you to distrain the goods, do you mean no 
matter who owned them 1 — Yes ; either of the tenant 
who had left the house, or of the tenant who was in 
the house. I would make then a lieu ou the house. 

1896. When you say a lien on the house I presume 
you would make them a permanent charge on the 
building, and at any distance of time it could be sold 
for the purpose of recouping the rates? — I don’t know 
whether I would say any limit of time, or whether I 
would make the rates a ))erpetual charge. I cannot 
speak definitely about that. If we had the power it 
would enable us to get in some of the rates that the 
power of disti'aint would not. For instance, in the 
ease of small rating.s of £2 or so where tlie tenants 
pay half a crown a week for the whole house. If the 
furniture was sold it would not realize enough to pay 
the rates, and make tlie landlord very careful indeed to 
have them paid. 

1897. So you think the power of selling the house 
for the ])ayiuent of the rates should be confined 
to houses in which the immediate lessor is liable, and 
not the occiij)ier ; or would you extend it to every case 
of a house 1 — I think the power of distress would siiit 
the large rating as far as my limited experience goes. 

1898. If you made such a law as regards larger 
houses would it not have the tendency to make the rate 
collector cai-eless in knowing that the amount could be 
realized by the sale of the house, and in that way 
throwing it on the landlord 1 — I do not look upon it in 
that point of view. I think that that power would 
enable us to collect rates tliat we have not been able 
to collect even when we had the power of distress. 

1891), I understand you to confine it to the small 
class of ratings where the immediate lessor is at pre- 
sent liable for them 1 — Yes. 

1900. Don’t you think that in all probability it 
would bo an easier and more facile way if you liad the 
power of serving notices on the tenants who occupy 
those houses tliat they shall not pay any rent to the land- 
lord until tlie amount due for tlie rates is paid, and that 
after that time the rent would be collected by the rate 
collector and applied in discharge of the anears? — 
That plan might perhaps work satisfactoiily. I think 
It was referred to by Mr. Henchy in the course of his 
examination, and I think he said the results from it — 


the money accruing from that system would be very ,/aH-s. jsts. 
imigiuficaiit. , , . , Mr. IhSl., 

1901. Coming into your wai-d as you did witliout 
having had any experience in that ward, or indeed, as 
you told us, in any other, did you find it dilficult to 
discharge your duty? — Well, not so very difficult. 

When I started I knew just exactly what I had to do 
after the first tlivee nr four moisths. Tlie first three 
luutitliK the work wa.s vei'y ti'viiig indeed, but after tliac 
J did not find it difficult. 

1902. As far us you are able to e.sthuate your ac- 
counts will tlie collection this year be as good as last 
year? — It will, 

1903. Do you know whether it will be better ? — It 
will be better. 

1904. Is this year a better year as regards the 
]>rospects of the people than last year ! — I don’t know. 

1905. As a man just coming into the office of the 
Collector-General, do you think it desirable that the 
collectors should bo classified, or that eacli collector, 
whether his term of service is a short or a long one, 
whether he is an eificient or a comparatively in- 
efficient officer, should get the same remuneration or 
scale of pay ? — My idea is that as we all do the same 
work, and as one man is supposed to work as Jiard as 
another, I think they should all be paid the same. I 
suppose I am biased in that opinion because I am a 
junior hand. 

1 900. One of the collectors said to-day that he found 
that it did not make much difFei’encu wlio was tlie col- 
lector. Have you expeiieiicc enough to give an opinion 
upon that point ? — I think that it does make a diffe- 
rence wlio is collecting, and as to whether a ward is 
well worked up or not. I tliiiik all men do not 
work ill the same fashion. Perhaps it is that some 
men do not work so hard as others. I have enough 
e.xperience to state that ; and I therefore tliink, as I 
said before, that it does make a difference. 

190,7. Do you think it would he desii'able, for the 
piupose of making the collectors more energetic and of 
introducing a greater amount of efficiency to the staff, 
if a rule was made tliat at the end of five years it 
would be in the power of the Collector-General to give 
as a reward for merit to an efficient man during that 
time a small permanent salary in addition to the fees 
he would be entitled to on the rates collected, and that 
the Collector-General should have power still further 
to increase tliat salary by a small sum at the end of 
say ten years ? — I think it would he a very good plan. 

I think it would have the effect ofencouragingtho.se 
to work who perhaps would not work so haul othei - 


1908. Don’t you think it is desii-able to draw a dis- 
tinction between the collectors where one is more ac- 
tive than anotlier, and where the other is not so 
inefficient as to render it necessaiy to dismiss him? — 
I think it is ; but not at tho expense of the juniors. 

1909. Were any books handed over to you at the 
time you went to the waid in your charge? — Yes. 

1910. For how many years? — Only the collection- 
book for the assessment for 1877. 

1911. How did you manage to work np your col- 
leoliun ? — I got the materials for that in my collection- 
book and in tlie arrear sheets of my predecessor. 

1912. And you got none of the previous yeai-’s 
books from any pereon? — I did not. 

1913. I find here an account of a number of ai rears 
to be remitted. When was that entry made ? — It was 
made at the date of these jiaymeiit.s. It was made 
about the month of August. The man died. 

1914. And then it was impossible to recover ? — 
Yes ; I believe so. 

1915. Was a certificate signed by the Collector- 
General, remitting these arreara I — No. 

1916. Arc the aireais in your own Jmndwriting? — 


1917. Mr. Phipi’S,— They will be returned in your 
schedule? — Yes. I should write remission papers for 
them when making up my arrear sheet. 
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./(wi. s, 1878. 1918. Chairman, — T hat is for your private iufor- 

ilr B^lev Dia-tion? — Yes; a memorandum for my own use. 

1919. What is the entry of “Jameson, Pirn, and 
Co.”? — It is a private note to show that they have 
paid for all their houses. 

1920. How do you ascertain about remissions in 
cases of that kind 1— From the books. 

1921. Show mo a portion of your hook that is the 
best part of tlie ward, or in which the means of tlie 
people are best ? — An-ao-ipiuy, I think, is the best. 

1922. Are the jii-emises iii Ariun-quay all good pre- 
mises?— Yes; I think tlu-y lire — the majority of 
them. 

1923. Are those the class of peo|)le who you say 
do not pay to the last ? — They are. 

1924-. Are there any portions of vour ward places 
in which there are private houses? — Yes; on the 
North Circular-road. 

1925. Are the rates there well paid? — Yes; they 
,are very well paid. 

192(5. Do you find in that pait of the city any de- 
ficiency except what would arise from a vacant house ? 
— No. 

1927. I see here a case of £3 9s. 2c7. struck out? — 
That was paid in December last. 

1928. And that is the only arrear I see in that 
book 1 — Yes. 

1929. I presume that in your ward tho ]>remises of 
the Midland Great Western Railway Company arc 
situate? — Yes; at .Bi-oadstone. 


1930. Are the rates by the company paid to you?__ 
Yes ; in the office. 

1931. Do you get a poundage on the rates so paid? 

I do. 

1932. Have you any duties at all in connexion with 

tlie collection of these rates ? — No ; except in the case 
of some pei-sous who afe servants of the company, and 
who are rated. ’ 

1933. Do the Midland Great Western Railway 
Company pay their taxes into the office? — ^Yes. 

1934. And you say you get your poundage on that 
altliough you have nothing to do with the collection of 
it ? — I have notliiug to do with the collection of it 

19-35. Mr. Brooks. — During the first three months 
after your entering njion your new or imaccnstonied 
duties, and wlien you found some difficulty in makb" 
your collections, did you receive any assistance from 
your predecessor? — I did, a great deal. 

1936. Was that as a matter of duty? — No; it was 
a matter of courtesy and kindness. 

1937. And that would be additional labour thrown 
upon him ? — Of course it was additional labour thrown 
upon him. 

1938. And requiring longer time and greater labour 

on his part in a new ward than he had undertaken? 

Well it might have that effect, but the actual amount 
of work he had, in giving information, was not vary 
great, but the information was very imjiortant as to 
different matters. 


Mr. Hardy Eust.ace examined. 


1939. Chaibm.an. — W hen did you become a collec- 
tor in the Collcctor-fieneral of Rates Office ? — About a 
year ago, 

1940. What ward have you got? — Merchants’ -quay. 

1941. When you got it wore any books handed over 
to you by your jiredecessor? — No. I was handed them 
in the office by Mi'. Weathcrup. 

1942. For how many ycairs did you get the books? 
— I only got two books. 

1943. Would they be the books for 1876 and 1875? 
— Yes. 

1944. Now would you be able, so far as these two 
books are concerned, to give a retura of the arrears in 
those years in that ward ! — I could not. 

1945. Why could yon not? — Because lots of them 
Imvo been j'aid. 

1946. And have you no means of ascertaining 
whether they are paid or not? — I have the arrears 
brought foi'wavd in iny books from the ledgers. 

1947. Would you understand Mr. Weatherup’s 
books in oixler to make out a return? — I fear not, 

1948. Assuming that you could give a general re- 
turn of rates that wore not collected, ctnild you say 
for what causes those rates were remitted ? — I could 
not do that. I did not get much information about 
the ward, 

1949. Whoever was collecting in that Avard died 
before your time i — Yes. 

1950. And 'you had no pereon to refer to to get your 
information as to the previous year? — No. 

1951. Did you find that you made demands from 
pereoiis will) alleged that they had jiaid their rates 
previously ? — No. 

1952. Did you find at all that you had not a proper 
office return ? — I had o preper office return, 

1953. The only return you had avus from the sheets 
that Avero given yon? — 'Mr. Weatherup had been in tho 
Avard for the last mouths of tho year, and lie made out 
a list of arrear.s, and 1 put them into my hook. 

1954. Now do you kuoAv Avliat the collection in the 
year 1876 was, I mean outstanding rates? — No. 

Mr. Film’s. — It appeai-s to be collectible, £715, 
and doubtful, .£1,815. 

1955. CiiAiioiAX. — Have you made out your return 
for the last year? — No. 


1956. Is your collection of the previous year included 
in, the last year? — I think it was, 

1957. Can you form an opinion as regards the last 
half-year’s collection ? — I don’t knoAv. 

1958. Now, in tliat Avaixl, have you lost any money 
by bills of sale ? — No. 

1959. Have you taken any proceedings at laiv 
against any OAVuersin your watri? — Yes. 1 recovei-ed 
in one case about £100. 

1960. Have you ever been defeated in getting a 
decree in any instance? — No. I think not. 

1961. Then you have always been successful in 
getting an order of the Court? — I have just been 
informed that in one case I was not successful. 

1962. What Avas that case? — The person sAvore he 
had paid Mr. Overend. 

1963. Is that the gentleman who died 1 — Yes. 

1964. Did he pioduce any receipt? — No. 

1965. Was there any entry of the payment in the 
ledger ? — No. 

1966. Was that tlie only case in which you Avere 
ilefeated ? — Yes. 

1967. And that arose from the man SAvearing that 
he had already paid ? — Y es. 

1 968. In the other cases I believe you got wan'ants 
from the Court, and you' Avere able to realize? — In 
most of the cases. 

1969. I suppose there Avere some cases in which 
you did not take any jirooeedings, by reason of your 
coming to the conclusion in your OAvn mind that you 
could not recover? — Yes, because the people Avere 
poor. 

1970. Is there any part of the Avard in Avhich you 
think it unueeessai'y to serve the ordinary notices ? 
— I servo the notices everyAvhere. 

1971. Is there any such place in that Avard — as, for 
instance, Bull-lane — from Avhich we are told no rates 
have been paid for tAvo years? — Plenty of places. 

1972. Do you mean that there ai-e Avhole streets 
and alley.s that pay no rates? — Yes, 

1973. In reference to places of that land, do the 
oecujiants pay the rents ? — They are all small holdings, 
and the tenements are full up to the top of the house. 

1 97 4. Of coui-se, a person does not live there longer 
than a Aveek or so Avithout paying rent? — No. 

1975. Wlio are tho lessors generally of that class of 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 


So 


Perhaps a man may be living therein tlie 

liack parlour, or he may live at the top of the house. 

' 1976. What interest has he in the houses, do you 
think 1 — He has bought the houses, perhaps. 

1977. Do you mean to say the owner of houses of 
that kind would live in tho back parlour, and let the 
,.est of the house? — Yes. 

1978. Could you not get a judgment against him 
for your rates? — What would be the good of it? 

1979. Oh, you could sell the houses. Did you ever 
try that remedy ?— No. 

1980. Are you not aware, as a collector, that if a 
man has got any property— no matter what it is— 
house property! leasehold interest — if he is liable to 
rates, and will not jiay them, you can get a judgment 
against him, and get that judgment enforced by the 
sale of the property?— I did not know that. 

1981. Are there many instances in your ward in 
which there are some lessoi-s of houses who have a 
substantial interest in them, and in whicli you allow the 
rates to remain uncollected? — There are several in- 
stances. In many instances we require the rates to be 
paid if a house is about to be sold. 

1982. Are there any cases in your ward, so fai- as 
you are aware, in which the man who is called the im- 
mediate lessor is only a pauper, and takes the rents to 
my them over to some other peraon ? — Yes. 

1983. Are there any cases of that kind in your 
.jv-ai-d?— Several of them. 

1984. In what streets? — There ai-e two houses in 
Back-lane. 

1985. What is tlie name of tlie owner? — Dr. Doake. 

1986. Is he the substantial owner of the premises? 
—Yes. 

1987. Whom did you tiiid rated in your rate books? 
.—Him. He is rated as the owner. 

1988. Have you ever proceeded against Dr. Doake ? 
-No. 

1989. Hasn’t he plenty of means?— I suppose so. 

Mr. — We succeeded against that gentle- 

man in other wards. 

1990. CH.4IRMAX (to Witness.)— You have not 
tried anything against him in your wai-d? — No. 

1991. The people in occupation of the premises are 
weekly or monthly tenants? — Yes. 

1992. If he is rated in the rate books as immediate 
lessor, could you not take proceedings, and enfoi-ce the 
amount of tlie rates fioin him? — I don’t know. 

1993. In the coin-so of the year, did yon ever send 
anv returns to the Collector-General in a written form, 
saj'iiig that you thought that proceedings should be 
taken against so and so, and asking him to take pro- 
ceedings against the parties ? — -I often asked Mr. Taaffe 
if he -would summon parties. 

1994. How are the summonses taken out — is it by 
yourself ? — Yes. 

1995. And the cases arc proved by youraelf? — Yes. 

1996. It is not necessary to have a solicitor present 
in court? — Certainly, it is. 

1997. In all cases is a solicitor present? — Yes. 

1998. Do you give the instractions to tlie Solicitor, 
or to the Collector-General ? — I give them to the So- 
licitor. 

1999. Now, to take Dr. Doake’s case— did you 


make any special return in reference to that house, /on. s.isis. 
and request that the Solicitor, or Collector-General, 
should be communicated with to recover the amount 
of the rates ?— I brought that case under the notice of 
Mr. Taaffe, and he told me he could do nothing. 

2000. Mr. Brooks.— Now, in those cases in which 
you found the persons whom you describe as the owners, 
and living in the houses, and collecting the rents from 
the tenants, did you not find that those people were 
not absolute owners, but tenants themselves? — Yes, 
tenants themselves, 

2001. And therefore the person’s interest in the 
house would not be saleable ? — I tliink he only ren s 
the house himself. 

2002. Although you describe him as the owner ? — 

He passes himself off as the owner. 

2003. You describe him as the owner, but lie is the 
tenant— although landlord of the numerous families 
living in the house ? — He collects the rant for a third 
or fom-th party. 

2004. 'Therefore there is no house to be sold, and no 
beneficial interest for sale ? — Not in a house like that. 

2005. Then, really, as a consequence, the beneficial 
owner, to whom tlie man collecting the rants is ac- 
countable, is free fram any liability to taxation?— Yes, 

I think so. 

William Weathenip (who had been previously ex- Mr. William 
amined) came forward and said. In regard to the Mer- Weathcrup. 
chants’-quay Wai-d, which has just been spoken of, I 
wish to remai-k th.at the Collector-General appointed 
me to collect in that ward in the latter part of the 
year 1876; and I made out the arrear sheets for that 
ward. I had. to make them out for that wai-d as well 
as my own, and to the best of my ability I did so. 

Tlie previous collector had died. There was no dis- 
orej)ancy that I could find, except in tlie one case, 
where a man came forwai-d and swore that he liad 
paid the rates, but be did not produce any receipt. 

2006. Chairmax. — It seems there were no remis- 
sions taken off for vacant houses in tliat wai-d ? — Being 
only on that ward for a short time, and not knowing the 
ward, and collecting my own ward at the same time; I 
would not take the responsibility on me of making 
remissions in that year. In regard to Dr. Doake's 
cases I might say tliat every man who takes a house, 
aud lets it out in tenements, and does not live in it, 
makes himself the owner or lesso3'. Dr. Doake has no 
pei-maiicnt residence in Dublin. He may pay a small 
rent or a high rent for his houses, and even if he 
does not live in the ju-emises he is recognised as tho 
owner. 

2007. Mr. Brooks. — He derives the profit, but is 
able to evade the taxes, although the actual o\vner? 

Yes ; although the actual owner. Dr. Doake has 

a great deal of jiroperty in the city, but he has not a 
pemianent residence here. He is a man very hard to 
be got at. Mr. Heiichy, in the An-an-quay Ward, 
knows more about him than I do. Tlie houses there 
are valued from £8 to £10, Mr. Henchy gets some 
of the taxes from the tenants in Aughrini-street. 

The Commission was here adjourned till Monday 
morning at eleven o’clock, 


N 
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HQ 


Fourth Day. — Monday, January 7 , 1878. 


Present; Hugh Holmes, Esq., q.c. (Chairman); Maurice Brooks, Esq., m.p, ; Herbert Murray 
' Esq. ; and Alfred J. Phipps, Esq.; together with Thomas Browning, Esq., Secretary. 


Mr. Moylau. 


Sir. ilENis iloYLA.v re-callod and e."camiued. 


2008. OiiAiBMA.v.^We think, Mr. Moyhui, that it is 
convenient always in the iKoruiog to ask you questions 
ia reference to any matter tliat has sti'uck us in tlie 
evidence given the day before ; and that is the reason 
•why we have re-called you now as on Saturday last. We 
heard from the collectors on Saturday last that there 
was no system in the office by which the collection 
books were pieserved. We heard, for instance, from 
Mr. Ueiidiy, who has been a long time in the office, 
that he could not supply u.s -with his former books, 
because some of them were transferred to other rate- 
collectors, some of them he had not been particularly 
cai-eful of, and as regards all of them they remained 
in the custody of the collectors themseh'es and were 
not returned to the office. I want to know ha'^'e yo\i 
ever made any an-angemeut by which tho.se books 
that the collectors had finished should bo kejit as 
j>art of the books of the office ? — I have not. It was 
the first clerk’s duty move than mine to look after 
that. 

2009. Do I understand you to say that you think 

those books ought to be kc[)t in the office that as 

soon as the collectois finished their collecting books 
they should be returned to tlie office! — I think all 
books should be kept. 

2010. And did you ever make any inquii-ies as to 
what became of the old collection books? — I did not. 
I understood tJiat the old collector always handed 
them over to his successor. 

2011. But did you ever make any inquirios as re- 
gards what became of the books which wci-e clearly 
out of use — that had been used, say seven or eight 
years before, and which would not be required for the 
purpose of the current collection ? — I never did. 

2012. Do not you think it would bo a very desir- 
able thing in a public office that some an'ujigement 
should be made for ja-eserviug those books ? — I think 
all those books that have reference to the transaction 
of tlie business should be kept. 

2013. Do you think there would be any difficiilty 
ill making an aiTangemeut by which those books should 
he surrendered by the collectors to thc office as soon a.s 
the collectors had done with tliemi— I do not see any 
difficulty. 

2014. hir. Brooks. — Have you had an opportunity 
since we met here oii Satui'day of ascertaining whether 
those books were at present in existence 1 — I had not. 

T did not get to the office till a late liour. The col- 
lectors were not tliere. I had no opportunity. 

2015. OiiAiUMAN. — Rome questions were asked you, 

Mr. Moylan, on Saturday, in reference to the qualifi- 
cations of persons that were introduced into that office 
as collectoi's and otherwise. Arc there aiiv suggestions 
that yon could make yourself sis regards the qualifica- 
tions which it would be desirable they should have? 

Well, I think before a collector was appointed that I 
should see him ; before he would be called on to give 
security. It would cost him £5 at least to make out 
his security ; and it would be a most inconvenient 
thing to suspend a collector in the middle of the year, 
as he is the only person who can prove the service of 
the notices. 


2016. That suggestion is not so much as regards tliu 
qualification of the man. That' is siuijdy a siumosti;,,, 
that you yourself should see him. . But I amaskin- 
you are tliere any suggestions you would make as re' 
gards the qualifications of a collec{K>r -dduch it would 
bo desirable to enforce I think ii would be desirable 
tliat he should have a knowledge of Dublin, and that 
he should be a man of active habits. 

2017. Is there any suggestion you would offer as 
regards the age of a man to be appointed a collector? 
— Well, I think twenty-five years. 

2018. That ho should be at least twenty-five years! 
— I think so. It would not do to send boys out to 
collect. 

2019. And upon the other hand, is there any limit 
of age?— I think up to fifty a man would he very ac- 
tive. 

2020. Have you suggested yourself that it would be 
<lesii-able that the ages should be between twentv -five 
and forty ? — I always set out when making im applica- 
tion for a collector what tlie age should be — from such 
and such a period to another. 

2021. Now, a question was asked you as regaixls 
whether those collectors or officers were subject to imy 
test examination, oi' to an examination of any kind. 
Do yoii think it would be desirable that they'shouhi 
be subjected to an examination by the Civil Service 
Commissioners, for instance? — I do not see how the 
Civil Service Commissioners coidd know aiivthin" 
about theii' fitness for the office of collector ; but it is 
ijuite different with tliose put on the staff. 

2022. Do I understand you to say that while a Civil 
Seiwice examination would be a desiiable thinn- as re- 
gards those put on tlie internal staff of the office, it is 
not necessary to have sufch an examination for coilec- 
toi-s ? — I think so, 

2023. Is there any other examination, then, that 
you think would be a kind of test of their qualifica- 
tions ? — Well, I thinlc I should advise ou their fitness. 
I should ask them what "was their emplc>yment hereto- 
fore, and if they knew Dublin. 

2024. Does it come, then, to anything more than 
this — that the best way in wlucli you can test a collec- 
tor is by having him for a whUe on tiial, and then your 
giving a cci-tificatc as to his fitness in your opinion ?— 
Yes ; but the collector must at once give .security, and 
that imposes on him a penalty. 

202.5. Surely you do not take credit to yourself for 
so much insight into character that by merely 
•seeing a man and asking him two or three questions, 
you would be able to ascertain his qualificsitions as a 
collector better than by a trhd of six months ?— Well, I 
do not say it would ; but it svoiild assist ; because I hai'o 
a good deal of experience as to fitness, liaviiig been a 
merchant and a director of an establishment. 

2026. But is not six months’ probation which they 
liavG now before they can bo attached to your office in 
a permanent way, better than to attach them to your 
office in the first instance? — I do not think so for a 
collector. 

2027. So that I am to understand it would he a 
better way to appoint a collector— simply that you 
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plionld SCO liim aud ask him a few questions ? — I might 
iisk liim a number ©{'questions. 

•:i023. ^ou would examine him in reference to his 
previous duties, knowledge of Dublin, and so on, and 
then have him for six months before giving him a cer- 
tificate of fitness 1 — Both together. As I said before, 
I have no wisli whatever — nor would I accept it — to 
have the appointment of collectors. It would impose 
a res])onsibility that I would not like to eucomitev. 

2029. I believe, Mr. Moylan, there was some cor- 
respondence between you and the Government in the 
year 187G about the qualifications that you thought it 
desirable a colloctoi’ should have ? — I idways stated 
those. 

2030. But I am asking you was not tliere some cor- 
respondence on the subject? — No; I was written to 
bv the Government, asking was tliere any person in 
tlie office wdio had been employed in the Constitutional 
Club. I investigated, and wrote tliattheiewas not then. 

2031. But what I want to know is, was there any 

covi'espoiidence between yon and the Goveniment in 
i-cference to the class of persons, in reference to the 
qualiticatioii of pei-sous, in reference to the age of per- 
sons, and in reference to the examination of pci-sons 
who sliould be employed as collectors? — I always 
volunteered to give 

2032. But was there any corresjiondencc ? — I have 
not any record but I entered in my minute book. 

2033. Do you mean to say tlieie is not in your office 
auy correspondence a.s regards the qualifications collec- 
tois sliould liave, aud certain suggestions submitted to 
yon for your opinion ?'' — No. In the letter-book there 
is some ic|>ort of the qualifications I considered neces- 
Siivy, wliich I invariably gave. 

2031, Do you remember a suggestion being made 
to vou on behalf of the Government as to whether 
you tlioufflit it would be desirable that an examination 
b\' the Civil Service Commissioners of candidates for 
tlio collcctorsliip of rates should be had ? — Not for the 
tollectore, bntfoi' the staff. 

2035. And what reply did you give to tliat? — Well, 
I tlioiiglit it desirable. 

2030. Have you got that correspondence? — I have 
got every letter that ever came from the Castle to me. 

2037. Would you be kind enough to search for the 
correspondence that appeitrs in the office in the ye<ar 
1870 ill reference to the qualifications of collectors, and 
in reference to any suggestions made as regards whe- 
tlier there should be a preliminary examination or not, 
with roiir replies? — Certainly. 

20.38. I .suppose the documents arc eutei-ed in your 
letter-book for that year? — Every letter that I write. 
There was no letter-book ever kept in the office until 
I came to it. 

2039. Will you let ns have on Wednesday your 
letter-book for 1876, and any letters wdiich you received 
froiii the Government upon this subject during that 
year ? — Cei-tainly. 

20-10. At what rime was it that the communication 
wii.s addi'CRsed to you in reference to the Constitutional 
( 'hib? — I liave it in niy minute book. I cannot recol- 
lect. It is not long ago. It is before those two last 
colleetoi-swoi-e appointed. 

2041. Will you, with the other correspondence which 
r have a-slced for, bring us the correspondence on that 
subject? — Certainly. There is only one letter, and my 
reply to it; That is tlie extent of the con-espondence. 

2042. Now yo\i have told us, and we have gathered 
also ironi the otlier witnesses that have been examined, 
tliat there are four channels tlirough which money 
maches the bank account of the Collector-General. 
The first channel is the money paid in by the collectors 
themselves directly to the bank ; the second channel is 
the money that is brought to tlie ColIeetor-GeneraTs 
office by the public; receive<l there by the Clerk ap- 
pointed to receive it, and paid in by him to tlie bank. 
The third is the portion levied by the warnint officer, 
whieli has been recovered by jivocess of law ; and the 
fourth is the moneys which you yourself receive by- 
post from persons who fiay large amounts. I.s not that 


so ? — Yes ; every cheque I get I endorse and hand to 
Mr. Taafl'e, who. sends it down to the lower office. 

2043. Xiiese are the sums taken in tlie aggregate 
which make up your bank account iu the year ? — Yes. 

2044. And the amount transferred to the various 
boards, and also the fund from which the office expenses 
are paid? — Yes. 

2045. I presiiiiie the ward ledgers ought to sliow in 
any particular year those vaiions receipts? — They 
cmglit. 

2040. And assuming that everything was right, that 
no mistakes had been made, no fraud committed, the 
amount of money tlius lodged in the hank for each 
year from those various sources would correspond with 
the tot of the ward ledgers ? — Why tliose wai-d ledgers 
were kept in such a confused manner 

2047. I am not talking about the confused manner 
in which they were kept. But assuming everything 
was light — no fiaud, no mistakes — the amount lodged 
in tlie bank would correspond with the amount in the 
ward ledgers if totted ? — Provided tire ward ledgers 
were kept correctly. 

2048. Suppose, for instance, you totted up your ward 
ledger and compared it with the cash paid into . the 
bank, and you found by tli© tot there appeared to be a 
larger sum given credit for than was actually paid into 
the bank, of coui'se you would naturally come to the 
conclusion that some peison — some one of the four 
sources receiving the money — had not properly ac- 
counted for it — had not paid it into the bank? — But I 
think that is impossible, 

2049. But tliat is tlie conclusion you would come 
to ? — Yes ; if there was any tliscrepancy. 

2050. And upon the other hand if upon tliat tot 
you found that the money paid into tlie bank was 
greater tlian the tot in the wai'dledgeryou would come 
to the coiicluBion that iu some way the ward ledger 
was not accurately kept, aud that a person entitled to 
credit in the ledger had not got it? — Yes; the ward 
ledgers must be remodelled. 

2051. I am speaking now of the past ? — In the past 
there wa.s so much confusion that it would be impossible 
to place any reliance on it. 

2052. Is there any test by which you liave en- 
deavoured to find out that there have been any frauds — 
on the one hand, in the payments to the bank, and on 
tlie other in the receipts in the ward ledger? — I 
believe there can be no fraud. 

2053. But have you endea^•oul•ed to test it by 
figures? — The i-eceipt is given to the officer — and it is 
the best check that can be — and it is scut up to me 
every morning from the cash office. If there is two- 
pence difference in it I call attention to it. 

2054. Suppose, for instance, that you did for one 
year tot up your ward ledgers and found tliere was a 
discrepancy between the amount lodged in the bank 
and the amount that appeared for that year by the 
various ledgers as paid, what process would you go 
through to ascertain how the discrepancy arose? — I 
would make every inquiry possible that might lead to 
discovery. 

2055. What would be the nature of the inquiry — 
would not you be obliged, if you wanted to ascertain 
how the discrepancy arose, to compare every entry in 
your ward-ledger with every payment into the bank, 
and find wliat payment was not coiTCct in youi' ward- 
ledger, or what payment did not reacli the bank ? — I 
believe if the waixl-Iedger was correctly kept there 
could be no discrepancy. 

2050. Is not the only process by which you could 
discover the discrepancy taking all tlie items in your 
ward-ledger, and comparing tliem ivith the payments 
into the bank to sec what payment was not eoirect in 
the ledger, and what payment had not reached the 
bank? — Those ledgers must bo remodelled. In the 
jiresent form the way they were kept, looking at them, 
I see ci'osses or things indicating whetlier money was 
paid or not paid. 

2057. So the result is that at tlie present time and 
for years past, there may have been etioniious frauds 


Jan. 7, 1878. 
Mr. Moylan. 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



Jan. 7, 1678. 
Me. Jloylan. 


Mr. I’ilkingtOD. 


88 COLLECTION OF RATES INQUIRY. 


going on, and there is no a'ay tliey can beascertaiuedl 
— I do not think there was any fraud. I am quite sure 
there was no fraud. 

2058. But is not it quite consistent with what you 
liave told us that there may be enormous fraitds in 
tiie ofBce, and tJiere is no way of detecting them 1 — 
But tliose lodgers must be accommodated to the way 
the ledgers are kept in other oflices and in banks. 
They are not proper ledgers. 

20/)9. Suppose I ask you to pi-ove to this Commis- 
sion that there was no fraud committed by any officer 
in your employment either individually or in collusion 
with another in 1876, is it possible to prove it? — 
The only test wo have 

2060. Is it possible to prove it? — Yes. 

2061. How? — By the receipts issued fi-om the 
office. 

Mr, Piripps, — No proof at all. 

2062. Chairman. — Do you issue the receijits? — No, 
but Mr. Taaffe issues them. 

2063. Mr. Phipps. — Supposing that you had adopted 
the suggestion of the chairman, and submitted your 
ward-ledger to examination — the cash column to all 
the tests you could put it througli by your office books. 
Supposing, in the coui-se of the test, you had detected 
a ease of difference between the total cash in your 
ward-ledger, and the total cash paid into bank in re- 
spect of that ward ; and supposing you had identified 
an item entered in the wai-d-ledger as “ cash received,” 
and you found no record in your office that that money 
had reached the liank, what would vou have done ? 
You would immediately have gone to the rate 2 >ayer 
and said, “ Show me yonr last receipt and he possibly 
would have shown you his last receipt — he would 
have shown it to you either upon a paper, not a form 
of your office, or ujion a form of yonr office that might 
have been either extracted or stolen. Thereupon you 
would at once have detected a fraud. But while your 
books remain unbalanced, I am quite sure that fraud, 
if it existed at all, must remain undetected. That is 
what we want to show by the evidence. There is a 
suggestion that there has been no fi-and in the Collectoi- 
General’s office ; l>iit it appears to the Commissioners 
that i-eally there has been a loop-hole for fraud, ever 
since you neglected the duty — I must say so — of 


balancing those ward-ledgers ? — A fraud existed in 
the year 1870, when I was appointed. 

2004. We are not inquiring into any particuliir 
case, but are going into the evidence. The neg- 
lect in not making up your books and balancing them 
properly, has left you in a very unsafe position as Col- 
lector-General of the Rates of Dublin, and it appeal's 
to ns that the ratepayers tliemselves are in no wuv 
protected? — The officer dismissed in 1870 for fraur] 
instead of issuing the office receipts, issued his own. 

2065. Chairmak. — E xplain to ns how the fmid was 
detected in that instance I — We found he issued lii.s 
own receipts. 

2066. How was your attention directed to the mat- 
ter in the firet instance ? — I think there was an aji. 
plication made to a party that had paid, and then it 
turned up, when we made general inquiry, and found 
out all the frauds committed. 

2067. Do I understand in the particular case to 
wliich you refer, application was made to a ratepayei' 
for rates which he stated he had already paid?— I 
think that was one of the grounds. 

2068. Did that ratepayer then produce certain n- 
ceipts vouching his payments ? — He did, or they did. 

2069. Was it' then discovered that those recei])ts 
were not on the forms issued by the office ? — Cer- 
tainly. 

2070. Were those payments credited in the wai'cl- 
ledger ? — The ^laymeuts that this officer received ? 

2071. res?— No. 

2072. So that he had gone to certain jjereons, 
taken their money, given them receipts on liis own 

form, and given no credit in the ward-ledger ? Ko 

credit. 

2073. And tlie way in which that was detected was 
by some other collector subsequently asking for tlic 
same rates ? — When found out he was suspended, and 
we made <a strict investigation. 

2074. Was that the only case of fraud detected i:i 
the office daring the seven yeai-s you have been there ? 
— That was the only case of fraud. There was 
neglect. 

2075. I am sp(!akiug of fraud ? — The late officer got 
some money he did not account for satisfactorily, but 
it was all paid in. 


ill'. U. G. PiLKiNGTON of Rutland-squarc, tendered himself for e-xamination. 


2076. Chairman. — As you are here Mr. Pilkington 
we will take your evidence out of the<;rdiuary course. 
You have seen in the newspapers a report of our iu- 
quiiy ? — This morning on reading the paper I saw it 
was recommended to make tlie houses liable for the 
taxes. That would be a serious loss to landlords ; par- 
ticularly in a case like this : supposing the tenants do 
not pay the rent to the landlord, and that tlie landlord 
has to pay the taxes, that would be a very hard case, 
making the landlord doubly liable. 

2077. Are you yourself an owner of projierty to a 
considerable extent? — Indeed I am, in most districts 
in Dublin ; in nearly all the waa-ds I pay taxes. 

2078. In the case of the property you have got, is 
it the occu])iers that are assessed or you as immediate 
lessor ? — The occupier nearly in every case is assessed. 

2079. Ai'C there any instances in which yon are 
assessed as immediate lessor, by reason of the premises 
being let out in lodgings or rooms, or by reason of the 
valuation being under £8 ? — I think not. There 
might be an odd one, but I do not recollect any at 
all. 

2080. What is the class of property you have got ? 
— I might call it the better class. I have got a good 
many houses in Rutland-square, and I have got some 
in Capel-street, l/ower Mount-street ; all those kind 
of houses. 

2081. You have mentioned that it would be liaixl 
upon a landlord, not merely to lose his rent but in 


addition to pay the taxes due on the house. Dues it 
often happen that you lose the rent from the tenants ? 
— It does not often happen with me, I have seen caises, 
but it does not often liai>pen. Supposing a gentleman 
with an income dies, his widow might not be able to jiay 
the rent and the landlord would be obliged to pay the 
taxes ; and also in the case of smaller tenants, it would 
injure them greatly, because no man would let unless 
he would be sure of his rent, no matter what hapiieiied 
to the tenant. 

2082. Assuming this plan was introduced, would 
you see any objection to it; in the first instance, to 
give the collector of rates the right to distrain upon 
any goods outlie jiremises, no matter to whom they 
belonged, to pay the i-ates? — That would be fair. 

2083. You do not conceive that that would injuiv 
landlords in any way.? — ^They would be entitled to di> 
that. 

2084. At present tlie law does not give them that 
power? — I avoid distraining myself. I do not think 
I disti-ained in four cases in my lifetime. 

2085. I do not say there should be a distress on fhe^ 
autliority of the collector himself, but on a magistrate's 
warrant to distrain the goods on the premises, as in 
the case of poor rate.s. Would there be any objec- 
tion to that ? — No. 

2086. Would there be any objection to making the 
goods, no matter to wliom they belonged, liable not 
merely for the taxes of the current year but for those 
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of tlie two years previousi — Of course tlioro would ; 
for the landlord would have no check on the tax col- 
lector, who might let tlie taxes lie over for live yeai-s 
and then come down on the liouse, and if the landlord 
wanted to claim his rent he coiild nob get it, it would 
te all swallowed up for taxes. So that the landlord 
would lose by the negligence of tax collectors. 

2087. Assuming that it is the case in other towns 
iu Ireland, in refei'ence to poor rates, that the rates 
remain a lien upon the chattels in the house to whomso- 
^rer they may belong, for a certain length of time, say 
two vears, is there any reason why Dublin should be 

exeu'ipt ? I do not see any ; but I do not think I am a 

mjod judge. I think that would be fair enough. 

2088. Jhit, as I understand, your objection would 
be to making the taxes a perpetual lien upon the pro- 

] Yes ; no matter whether the landlord got his 

rent or did not get his lent. 

2089. This has not been proposed by any j)ersoii up 
to the present. This is a matter on which we have 
uot taken much evidence yet; that the occupiers should 
he primarily liable, and if the taxes were not recovered 
from him that they should iu some way be made a lien 
upon the premises'? — Supposing a laudloid had to 
ejecta tenantfor two year’s vent — he cannot eject unless 
tliere is a whole year’s rent due — and that he has to 
pay the costs of the ejectment, and may Lave to pay 
all' the taxes into the bai’gain. 

2090. Do you, by arrangement, pay the rates for 
any of your tenants t — I do, in some cases, and I liave 
been trying to do so in several, and I think it is a fair 
thing that the landlord should be made liable for the 
taxes as far as he has got rent out of the houses. 

2091. And that you have done in a great many in- 
stances? — Not in a great many. The greater number 
of the tenants I have are permanent ones ; and of 
course it depends on the tenant who comes in what 
anaiigemcnt is made, because they are peculiar in 
tlieir iileas like everybody else. 

2092. And when you make an arrangement to let 
tlie rates be, as it were, included in the rent you are 
sufficiently pixitected — arc you not? — Well, no. 

2093. I mean in those cases you admit it is fair the 
landlord should be responsible? — Supposing I was 
made responsible actually for the tenant, then I should 
jiialce the tenant liable, so it would be no use ; but 1 
think it would be fair to make the landlord liable as 
fur as he has got rent from tlie tenant. 

2094. Of course as far as he has got rent including 
taxes 1 — Yes, to give evidence tliat lie got the vent up 
to a certain time. 

2095. Is there any other point on which you can 
give us information? — No, except that I have to 
mention about the rates — two cases — one, that of the 
.Attorney-General, and the other that of Colonel 
Bnimstoii Smith, in which the taxe~s were paid very 
■early in the year, and were not accoimted for till after 
August, I think. In fact, Mr. Gibson and Colonel 
Bramstoii Smith had great difficulty in getting tlieir 
names recorded in the burgess lists on account of the 
taxes not being recoi'ded as jiaicl. 

209G. Mr. Murray. — How many times was it de- 
manded? — I think it was demanded severel times ; 
Colonel Smith’s statement shows. 

2097. Chairman, — How is it that you arc aware of 
this? — I am agent to Colonel Bramston Smith. 

2098. In that case at what time wore the taxes 
paid? — I think the I7th January; but it was in 
-January the taxes for the whole year were paid. 

2099. Was there a receipt obtained? — A receipt 
was obtained. 

2100. On the office form? — On the office foim. 

2101. Do you know the name of the collector who 
received that money ? — No, Colonel Smith in this case 
paid it direct into the office. 

2102. And got a receipt? — Yes, that is my im- 
pression about it. 

2103. And was there any demand made for the 
rates ? — Tiiere was a demand made before Colonel 
Bmith left Ireland — about June — and other demands 


were made when he %vas iu Wales. He lives on iiis 
pro{iertv tliere during the summer. Another demand , 
was made very late in the season — the end of August. 

2104. Mr. Phipps. — By whom was the demand 
made in June ? — I cannot tell that. 

2105. Chairman. — Was this the case in which the 
collector was named Bolton? — I cannot give you the 
name. 

2106. Are<you aware whether the collector who did 
make the demand was subsequently called upon to re- 
sign ? — I have lieard he was. 

2107. Was the Attorney-General’s case the same 
case and the same collector ? — It was. 

21U8. Mr. Brooks. — In what year was this? — In 
1877. 

2109. CIIAIRJIAN. — To set this matter right, hir. 
Taaffe, I believe the money was properly credited in 
the office books at the time it was paid, and it was the 
fault of the collector altogether to make the demand ? 

Sir. —Altogether. He neglected to credit 

it in 3:.is own book, and he demanded the money fi'om 
Colonel Smith, though credited properly in the office 
ledger. I think Mr. Pilkiu^on has possibly in his 
possession an cx 2 >lanation written to Colonel Smith by 
the Collector-General in reply to his letter o' ’ 


11 the sub- 


ject. 

2110. And as far as that was concerned it was re- 
presented by the Collector-General to the Government, 
and this man is no longer a collector? — Yes. 

2111. Mr. Brooks. — Mr. Pilkiiigton, does it occur 
to YOU that there is a liability on the part of the laiid- 
loi'd only to admit such tenants as are capable of 
paying taxes ? — I do uot exactly see the point of the 
question. 

2112. Do you conceive that landlords do them- 
selves, whether they receive rents or no, obtain great 
benefits from the duties that are performed by the 
Corpoi-ation in the matter of the police, the fire 
brigade and roads ? — But you see landlords that are 
supposed to be living iu a house themselves in Dublin 
would have to pay the taxes on that house too, and 
would get the benefits accordingly of those arrengc- 
meiits. 

2113. But do you not think that alandlord living 
in a house in Dublin and havbig other house pro- 
peity in Dublin receives more from the State by the 
protection of that other house property than the man 
who lives iu Dublin and has not house property ? — 
Suppose you have a Louse let at £6U and taxes £'10, 
that is £80— if the tenant had not to pay taxes lie 
would be able to pay the landlord .£80. Tliere- 
forc the landlord is paying the taxes ; and if there 
were no taxes charged he would be getting £80, as 
in the latter end of the last century house property wius 
enormously high in value, the amount of taxes being 
small. 

2114. I undei-staud you to say that the landlord is 
in no wise liable? — But not twice over. He gets 
£60 out of a house worth £80. Is he then to lose 
£20 and hai’e to pay the taxes into the bargain 1 

2115. Ought uot the landlord to be liable if the 
tenant goes away and does uot i>ay the £60 ?— I mean 
to say that a landlord having a house in Dublin of the 
selling value of £80 a year, but the tenant having to pay 
the taxes, he is only able to get £60 a year net for it. 
TJierefore the selling value would be only the £60 a 
year. 

2116. Therefore you cannot conceive the case of a 
landlord havLig the duty cast upon him of letting his 
house to tenants only who are cajiablc of paying mtes ? 

I think the unfortunate tliLig is that tlie laudloixJs 

cannot provide against the loss of the rent. If a 
landlord lets a tenant iu at the present moment and 
the tenant turns out badly, as iu many cases they do, 
he has to let that tenant stay iu a year before he can 
eject him, and he loses a year’s rent- That he must 
lose in case he has a bad tenant, lii many cases he 
cannot get him out under a year and a half, and the 
costs of the ejectment he has to pay out of his own 
jiocket. 
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2117. You alliuled to tlie danger tluib the collectoi's 
might fail iu their duty to collect ari'ears, and there- 

foi-e throw the arrears u2)on the landlord? Well, I 

think the collectors as a body are as good as can lie 
got under the cu’cumstauce.s, 

• 2118. Do you kjiow that the collectors arc paid by 
■a poundage on what they collect? — I do. I know 
most of the collectors, and we get on very well to- 
gether. 

2119. Do you nob think it inijuobabie iu tlie last 
degree that ho would allow the rates to accumulate ! 
— I see that ; but I think that the collection of taxes 
would require a man of the most ti'emendous ex- 
perience to serve his whole time at it. It is a great deal 
harder to collect taxes tluin any other kind of debt, 
because to a bad man paymg any other kind of debt 
you give no more credit, but you must give a tenant 
credit for the rent and taxes. 

2120. But in ease a collector does not collect the 
rates ? — I admit that, of course. Say a man comes to 
thirty years of age, and has no expeidence — he could 
not collect as well as a man who serves liis time to it, 
and therefore would not be a good collector for that 
class of collection. 

2121. Do you know thecase of the American Meat 
Company ? — I do. 

2122. Will you inform us — or how do yo\i suppose 

the Collector-General is to recover rates there ? 

Ucally that is a thing in which I see great difficulty. 

I 'do not see how he i.s, Tliere is notliing on the 
jjreiiuses to collect from. 

2123. Do you not think that tlie laaidlord who 

ha,s a large beneficial interest should there be liable ? 
—I think it would be a fair case, if lie was gettiiio' a 
beneficial interest ont of it. ’ 

2124. But then you can see there are numerous 
other cases? — If the huullord gets the full rental of 
the premises he ought to be miule liable for the taxes 
out of that. Take the instiuice I gave before, of a 
house worth £80 a year. .Supposing he receives out 
of the £80 nine months’ rent, lie ought to be bound 
to pay nine montlis’ taxes. 

212.'). Is not the case mentioned one in which the 
hmdlord is receiving a huge rent and is not liable 
nor is tlie tenant?— I do not know whether the land- 
lord could ho liable at all for it. 

^ ^212G. Are you not theagentovertluat house? No; 

2127. Can you'give us miy information about the 
property held by Mr. Hamilton Hunter ?— Whei'e ? 

2128. In Butland Square?— Mr. Hamilton Hunter 

IS my tenant, but it is a head rent which I get out 
of tliat house. 

2129. Do you know whether they have been abb to 
collect the taxes ? — I do not kjiow anything properly 
about it. because I have another tenant between me 
and Hiuuilton Hunter. I get .£33 licad-rent imder an 
old lease. 

2130. Is not it a fact that your pi'iucij)al has a 

considerable beneficial interest — receives rent and pays 
lie taxes, and the tenant pays no taxes t— Tliat i.s about 
the worst case that could be brought forwaixl and the 
hardest, for tliis reason My tenant is not able to get 
tlie rent from Hamilton Hunter, .She is a lady who 
is very badly off, and Hamilton Hunter owes her at 
least two yeiirs’ rent; and she has to pay me my rent 
.£33 a year, tliough really she is not gcttiiiff a nouuv 
ont of the house. ' ^ 

2131. Butdoyounotyonrselforyourpi-incipal derive 

a benehcial interest fremthat property, and you i-etaiu 
a tenant who does not pay tJie Collector-General tlie 
rates upon It?— I would he. very glad to • get him out 
oi thebquare altogetlier. hut he has unfortimately got 
a lease for miiety or 100 years from my tenant. My 
tenant is only a middleman. She makes something 
like £17 or £18 out of tliis, and has to pay me £33 a 
year if she gets anything, and there are about two 
ycai-s arreai-s. 

2132. But if .a distress were put in would not your 
tenant go in and prevent the collection of the rates? 


— I do not know. I think those are a kind of bj i 
lords who do not like to distrain till the last extremit ' 
— tliey avoid distraining if they possibly can. 'fi^ 
real people wlio disti-aiu are the landlords over weekly 
tenants — landlords who distrain if Is, 6rf. ,]„g 
maybe take the poor man’s pot off the fire. Uip 
•poorer clas.s of property is entirely iu the hands of 
middlemen, because the landlords have 'to set to them 
to get rent at all ; and if taxes are put upon the land- 
lords, landioids have to set to more of this class. 

2133. You have tlie power in tJiose particular case,? 

and you exereise the power ? — Of what? ' ’ 

2134. Of holding tliat threat ovei- the Collector- 
General if he distrains?— I never recollect exereisinc 

the power, nor a case in any way of it, ^ 

2135. But you have that power? — I suppose conn- 
sel would tell me tliat if I wanted to go into the 
matter. 

213G. But do you not know it ? — I do not know it 
because I never recollect a case of it. The laudlowl’ 
has power to put in an ordinaiy disteess or levy imder 
the sheriff. 1 never recollect a case of that kind. 3Iy 
rent is always seciu’e. 

2137. Now that this case has been mentioued, dots 
it or does it not prevo to you that it is irupo.ssihle wiQi 
the present power of the landlord, and tlie ju-eseiit 
freedoin of the fabric of the building from distraint to 
realize the taxes, and that this accounts for a loss in 
the collection ? — Of course I see that quite well, hut 
you see tlie tax collectors are not the only suflei'ers. 
Take this case Miss M'Dermott is the landlord of 
Hamilton Hunter : slie has to pay me £33 ; she gets 
£50 — that is, she gets a profit of about £20; and 
whether slie gets any rent out of Hunter or not, whicli 
she does not constantly, she has to pay the rent tome. 
Supposing you put all the taxes upon poor. Miss 
M'Devmott, and that slie had to pay head rent into ilin 
bargain ? 

2138. But siio enjoys the house? — She has the 
pbiisure of being entitled to get about £20 a you- if 
paid to her. 

2139. And she does not distrain, having the power 
of distraiuing ? — I never heard of her distraining. 

2140. Has not that the efiect of throwing additional 
rates upon the ratepayers who pay in relieving her and 
relieving the landlord frem a duty which belongs tu 
them ?_— I know ; hut you sea that is going back to the 
old point — the difference between a house worth £80 
which lie used to get iu former years, while in con- 
sequence of the tenant paying the taxes he has to set 
it at ,£G0, or set it at £80, and pay all tlie taxes liim- 
self. The landlord is liable for an eiionnous luu- 
portioii. 

2141. But, as a matter of fact, neither tlie hmdlonl 
nor temmt pay any taxes?— Well, I pay a portion to 
my tenant. 

2142. Butnot on tliat liouse. Is not it a fact that 
that house is at present occupied, and that neither 
landlord nor tenant pays taxes ? — 1 cannot tell you as 
a fact ; but all 1 know is that I allow my tenant the 
share that the landlord allows his tenant — that is my 
share, half the poor rate and the whole of the income 
tax. 

2143. Mr. Murkay. — W ithout the production of 
receipts ? — She having a beneficial interest in the house 
I always allowed it. 

.2144. But a receipt is always given ? — But in a case 
like this it would not be fail' when losing her rent, 
and she has to pay me £33 a year, and at the end she 
has nothing out of the house. 

2145. jir. Brooks. — D id you not yoiu'self aid in 
the evasion of the rates?— No; I. did not; I gave 
every assistance to the tax collectors. They will' toll 
you that. 

214C. Chairman, — Y ou have no control over this 
house in any way. Yourtenant has a very long lease 
of it? — .Yes; for 900 years. 

2147. You cannot evict her? — No. Thehousedocs 
not belong to me at all. I am entitled to a rent out 
of it for the next 900 years, but I have no conti oi over 
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it Aiiotlier thing is, you could not go and thro-w back 
tlic taxes from one landlord to another in that way, 
[.ecause the ground rent is always very small in pro- 
portion to the value of the liouse. In Fitzwilliam- 
squSre, for instance, I know a case where the gi-ound 
rent would be £10, and the rent perhaps £200. 

2148. Mr. Brooks. — In this case, if we had power 
to make the fabric liable for the taxes we should be 
al)le to collect the rates ? — Of course we should, at a 
meat loss to the landlord who would not be making 
^mvtlihig out of the house. You would be getting the 
ta-xes out of a man who was losing a great deal of 
money on the house. 

2149. Mr. Murray. — Would the landlord not be 
able to protect his own interest! — No : in many cases 
lie would not. It is very hard to get the tenants out 
withoTit losing. 


2150. Mr. Brooks. — Whether you exercise it or -r<in. 7, i 87 S. 

not you have the power! — Yes ; but we cannot exercise pnkTsrto 
it well, because the class of tenants who does not pay ‘ ' ' ” 

tlie taxes due, takes care to remove his furniture, or to 

manage so that there can’t be any distraining. I don’.t 
recollect distraining in more than four cases al- 
together. 

2151. Where there is a house let at £80 a year, how 
is it impossible to distrain! — I do^’t know that I ever 
met a case of the kmd, but I know cases where I let 
tenants go, giving up the rent in order to get rid of 
the ejectment, for you have no idea of the expense 
ejectments entiiil. You have a gi-eat deal to pay, for 
there are heavy costs, and of coui-se there is a very 
large loss, and more so if besides that you have to pay 
the taxes into the bargain. 


Mr. Michael Baxnon examined by the Cliairniuu. 


21-52. How long liave'you been a collector of rates 
iu Duldin ! — About six years and a-half. 

2153. Between six yeai-s and seven ! — Yes, 

2154. In about how many wards have you been ? — 
In the Mansion-house, Eoyal Exchange, then Mount- 
joy Wal'd, and now in the North Dock Ward. 

2155. Did the Collector-General complain at ail of 
the way yon had collected the rates in the wards iu 
which you were firat wlien ho transferred you ! — I 
don’t I'ccoUect exactly, it is so long ago. 

21-56. At tlie time he made the last transfer did he 
i-nmplain of the way you had collected the rates in the 
ward you had left 1 — I heard he was not satisfied. 

2157. Had, during the period you were there, 
tlie collection fallen off in the Mansion-house Ward! — 
I cannot say. 

2158. What were the yearn you were there ? — Pai-t 
«.fl871, 1872, and 1873. 

21-59. That was your first appointment as collector ! 
—Yes. 

2160. Perhaps Mr. Phipps will tell ns the figures 
foe these years in the Mansion-house W ai'd ! 

Ml'. Phipps. — Mansion-house Ward, 1871, collect- 
ible, £1,052; 1872, collectible, £1,241; 1873, col- 
lectible, £1,810. Doubtful, 1871, £1,904 ; 1872, 
£1,651 ; 1873, £2,789. 

2161. Chairman. — You observe there that compaa.'* 
ing the last year with the first, the aniount collectible 
and doubtful had considerably increased. You say 
you don’t recollect whether the Collector-General was 
ktisfied or dissatisfied? — I think he was dissatisfied. 

2162. What was the ward you were transferred to 
tlieu ! — The Mountjoy Wai-d, 

2163. How many years were you there? — Three. 

2164. What would these years be? — 1874, 1873, and 
1876. 

2165. What is the result of the collectiou in these 
yew's, Mr. Phipps ? 

iMr. Phipps. — Collectible, Mountjoy Ward, 1874, 
£2,595 ; 1875, £1,819 ; 1876, £1,980. Doubtful, 1874, 
£734; 1875, £2,680; 1870, £2,770. 

2166. Chairman. — You say you think he was not 
satisfied with that also! — No. 

2107. Ai-e you aware tliat the gentleman who suc- 
ceeded you, or is it a fact tliat the gentleman who suc- 
ceeded you in the Mansion-house Ward, brought down 
tliemte of arreai's verv considei'ably? — I believe he 
did, 

2168. Are you also aware that the rate of an-eai's 
before you were transferred to the Mountjoy Ward, 
was not so large as since you went there ! — Mountjoy 
Ward has been going down. It is one of the worst 
wai'ds ill tlie city. 

2109. Will you tell us, Mr. Phipps, wliat is the 
comparison of the amounts ! 

Mr, Phipps. — The amount collectible has goueupin 


1876 as compared with 1875 in the Mountjoy Ward, 
£1,819 collectible in 1875, as against £1,980 in 1876.- 

2170. Ohairjian. — What were the years before ! 

Mr. Phipps. — Mountjoy Ward, collectible aii'ears- 

in 1871, £619; 1872, £69.5 ; 1873, £096. Doubtful, 
1871, £1,280; 1872, £1,689 ; 1873, £1,089. , 

2171. Chairman. — The result would seem to be 
that you liave not been veiy fortunate in your collec- 
tion, for othei' collectors have made more out of these 
wards than you have. Were you less energetic than 
other collectors ! — I did the best I could, being some- 
times up until two in the luoniing. 

2172. What was the cause of the deficiency in the 
JIansion-housc 5Yard first! — I can’t say, it is so long 
ago, but no doubt I had a good reason at the time. 

2173. Mountjoy Ward is more recent. Whatwere 
the pi'iucij)al causes of the deficiency there! — One 
portion of the district is completely cleared away — 
about Aunesley-place. Some of the streets have gone 
doivn considerably. Summer-hill, for instance, which 
was a very respectable street, is now nearly all tene- 
ment houses, and it is hard to get the I'ates of 
them. 

2174. W’hat do you mean hy being cleared away? — 
The houses being knocked down. 

2175. • But I sujipose they ceased to be retui'iied? — 
No, tliey remained on the books a numher of years 
after that- The Yaluation office did not strike them 
off the rate-book. 

2176. You did not I'ctimi them ! — I drew attention 
to their requiring revision, and tlioj' were revised. 
The curious way the place was situated, it was almost 
impossible to identify any place in the locality. 

2177. Did you lose much by bills of sale in Moiiut- 
joy Ward ? — Considerably. I took proceedings against 
a number of cottages, but bills of sale were pvoducprl 
by them. 

2178. On the cottages! — Yes, and the re.sult was 
that we got no money out of them. In another case a 
mau left the city after he was summoned, and we never 
heard of him since. 

2179. Suppose, for instauco, you were collector in 
any ward, I suppose a considerable aniount of the 
money payable out of that ward is paid direct into the 
office ! — A good deal of it ; but I would say ''ery little 
in proportion to wliat is collected. 

2180. How often do you compare your books with 
the office hooks for the puiqiose of striking out of your 
books the sums paid into the office ? — I compare my 
books every day witli the block receipts in the office, 
and I post from these blocks into my own book, in or- 
der that I may not make applications for payment 
where the money has been already paid. 

2181. Are these office receipts divided into receipts 
for the different wards, so that yon can take them and 
post them all ! — They are on the following day. 
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2182. Wliom do you get these receipts from? I 

get tliem from the inside ofBce; from some of the 
clerks on a requisition. 

2183. And then when you get these block receipts 
on giving a requisition, and post them up, do you make 
any return to the Collector-General of having given 
cve<lit in your book for these sums ? — My pay-slieets 
show that. I enter on the pay-sheets all the money 
I receive with the i-ate number, the name of tlie per- 
son and the amount, and these ai'e handed in every 
morning. 

2184. That is not my question. I understand by 
your pay-sheets you make a return of the amount you 
receive ? — Yes, and also of the money I'eceived in the 
office. 

2185. That is given on the blocks of tlic receipts 
which you post up into your books, but do you make 
any return to the Collector-Genenil of having given 
credit to such and such numbers by reason of such 
money being paid not to you, but thi-ough tlie office ? — 
No. 

218G. Therefoi-e, if tliere is any mistake in tliese 
blocks it is a mistake which -would not be likely to be 
detected through you at least? — The mistake would 
come under my notice, of couree, when I come to post 
the figures, if they do not ooirespond with those in my 
hook. 

2187. Of course the moment you have posted into 
your book from the block receipts a certain pa 3 'inent 
made by a jiarticular individual in respect of a house, 
you never go to that individual and ask him more 1 — 
Certainly not. 

2188. You are done with him then? — Certaiul}'. 

2189. And, therefore, if there is a mistake in the 

receipt so posted, you would never detect it? If the 

amount did not coiTcspond with the amount set forth 
in my book, I would see that the money wa.s taken 
wrong. 

2190. That would be as regards the amount? — Yes. 

2191. But suppose there was a block representing a 
ccrtoin sum of money— £15 or £20 as paid into the 
office, and suppose, in point of fact, the money -n as not 
paid into the office or the bank, you would not have 
any means of detecting that ? — No, I would not. 

2192. What security did you give to the Collector- 
General ? — £900. 

2193. Is that the unifoi-m sum fixed for the collec- 
tors ? — I believe it is the uniform sum. 

2194. How did you give it. Is it by way of bond 
or cognizances?— Pei-sonal security for £250, the 
Guarantee Society for £250, and mj'self in £400. 

2195. Then in point of fact, the security is only for 
£400 ? — My own security is £400. 

2196. But I mean the security outside your own is 
only for £400 ?— No, £500— £250 and £250. 

2197. Is that seemity given by bond? — It is. 

2198. Do you know how it is £600 is fixed as the 
amount of the security. Is it under an order in Coun- 
cil, or what principle is it biised on?— I do not. 

2199. You arc awai-c thei-e is a provision as to the 
auditing of the accounts at certain periods. (Reads 
provision.) Do you know that ? — I do. 

2200. Do you know is that audit carried on every 
week, of the accounts of each collector, by the Collec- 
tor-Genernl or otlier person ajipointed for the purpose ? 
—It is. We have to keep a debit and credit account 
of our receipts, and also our lodgments, and tlieu at tbc 
end of the week the receipts must correspond with the 
balance .struck in the books. 


2201. I .suppose the balance struck in the hooks ia, 

from the pay-sheets you send in ? — Yes. 

2202. How frequently do you get fresh receipts 
Frequently. As tJiey are found to correspond Tvitb 
tlie balance in tJie books tliey are handed back to me 

2203. I presume there is a book kept in which each 
collector is debited with a certain amount of receipts 
and lie must dischai'ge himself by producing I'eceipts 
or money equivalent to them? — Yes. 

2204. That is tlie weekly audit? — Yes. 

2205. Mr. Murray. — Ai-e the receipts not given 
up at tlie end of the week ? — Yes. 

2206. There are none left in your hands ? — No. 

2207. What was your employment before you weM- 
ajiiiointeil a collector ? — MercantUe business, 

2208. Wliat was your age when appointed ?— I 
suppose about twenty-eight. 

2209. You said just nowtliata number of houses 
had been sent in on your list to the Valuation Office 
to be struck off the books or for revision, and that 
yon sent in tliat for two or three years without their 
being taken off? — I do not know whether they are 
taken off this year’s or not. 

2210. How often did yon send that in? — I drew 
their attention to them two years, last year and the 
year before. 

2211. This list went tlirough the Valuation Office 
to the Collector-General’s office ? — Yes, I believe so. 

2212. Wliat notice have j’oii that they have been 
properly attended to by the Valuation Office? — Seeiag 
any alterations in the rate-book. 

2213. That is the first intimation you have? — Yes. 

2214. Is the Collector-General bound by the action 
of the Valuation Office? — Yes. 

2215. Therefore the Valuation Office is responsible 
for retaining the premis(» on the list ? — Ithink so. 
Perhaps they miglit have a i-eason for not knocking 
tliein off. 

2216. In what year did this occur about the Valu- 
ation Office not striking the houses off the list ? — In 
1877. 

2217. Cn.AiRiiAN. — Do you think it a desirable 
thing as far as you can see to change collectois from 
one wai-d to anotlier at an interval of three yeai-s ?— 
No, and as far as I know the feeling of tlie public is 
against it too. 

2218. As far as the efficiency of the collection is con- 
cerned would it be better to allow them to remain ? — 

1 think it would. 

2219. In your old jilace would you, do you think, 
have been able to improve it if you had been allowed to 
remain longer ? — Yes, in Mountjoy Wai-d ; I think so. 

2220. Would you have been able to improve the 
Mansion House Wai-d, too? — Yes, I tJiink so. 

2221. You see yon did not improve it during your 
time? — At the time I daresay I could give a satis- 
factory explanation, but it is so long ago I cannot give- 
it, 

2222. Mr. Murray. — When you make out a list of 
the aiTears do you make out a list of summonses, too ? 
—I make it from time to time. 

2223. Do you make it out at the same time as you 
prepare the list of arrears? — No, sir. 

2224. Wlien do you make it out? — Immediately 
afterwards or before it. 

2225. Do you think it would not be a good plan to 
prepare at the' same time as the list of ari-ears a list of 
cases in which you tJiink summonses should be served ?' 

I think it would. 
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2225. Chairman. — WLon did you enter on duty in 
.the office of the Collector-General of Rates 1 — In July, 
18T5. 

2227. What -w.ird did you then begin with ? — I had 

two wards Fitzwilliam and Wood-quay. 

2228. Did you continue at these twol — No ; I was 
changed Inst year. 

2229. Into what wards were yon changed*— The 
Mansion House and Royal Exchange. 

2230. You collected then in 1876 in the I'itzwilliani 
and Wood-quay 1 — I did. 

2231. Was the result of your collection that year 
better than it had been the year before according to 
your recollection ? — 1 think nat. 

2332. Do you recollect wlndhcr the Collector- 
General cjipressedaiiy dissatisfaction when he changed 
you from these wards to the other wards? — No. 
There was a general change when I was changed. 

2233. Then, in point of fact, you were changed in 
ft little move than a year — one year and portion of 
another yeai'? — Yes. 

2234. Is there any particular source to whicli you 
ascribe the deficiency in these wards? — I could not as- 
cribe it to any source but one, and that is that the neigh- 
bourhood of Kingsland-park was in a bad way. The 
po]>Ie there kicked up a row about improper charaet<!rs 
boi'K' allowed to live in it. A great many respectable 
people left tho locality in consequence of these charac- 
ters living in it. There were three sets of tenants 
there to my knowledge. 

2235. Were the houses vacant for some time? — 
Tliey were ; and other people came wlio wore not aware 
of tiiese chnracter.s living in tliein, and they left again. 

2235. Did you produce in the ordinary way arrear 
sheets for these wards at the end of tho year 1875 and 
the end of the year 187G? — I did. 

2237. Did you send them to the office? — Certainly, 
to the Collector-Gcncval, and I went through them 
with him. 

2238. Do yon know what has become of them? — 
I do not. Mr. Bolton got the arrear shoots, and I do 
not know what has become of them since. 

2239. As a matter of right he was entitled to put 
them into his new books? — Yes. 

2240. (To Mr, Taalfe). — Mr. Taaffe what has become 
of the arrear sheets for these two wards ? — I believe 
tlu:y were handed to Mr, Bolton, but 1 have not been 
able to trace them. 

2241. Ohaiuman. — I have Fitswilliam Ward for 
1875 made out in 187G. 

Mr. Taa§e . — No they are for 1876. 

Mr. Gh'Wea.— They were not in my possession for 
■ many years. 

Mr, Phipps. — Wood-quay, collectable aiTcars, 1875, 
fl,08G; 1876, £1,700; doubtful, 1875, £1,741 ; 1876, 
£3,000. 

2242. Chairman (to witness). — What is the name of 
that jiart of the city in which you speak of houses of ill 
fame being?— Bloomfield-avemie and Kingsland-[>ark. 

2243. Were there many houses in that neighbour- 
hood occupied for that purpose? — There were a great 
many. 

2244. \Vere you able to recover rates from these 
houses? — So long as these people lived in them they 
were very good ratepayers. 

2245. Yon found then, as far as that class of 

houses went, no greater difficulty in collecting the 
rates than you did as regards other houses?— Much 
less than from a great many other people in more 
respectable 

2246. You attribute the falling off, so far as regards 
that neiglibouvhood, to these people being ejected from 
the houses, and the houses remaining vacant? — Yes. 
They were annoyed by tlie public. The police were 
on the doors, and a great many respectable people left 
the neighbourhood besides. 

2247. It is not by reason of their not paying rates, 
hut by reason of their occupancy and driving away 
others that the rates fell off? — I should say so. 


2248. Do you know any cause of a general character Mr. Gildea. 
to account for the deficiency in that (Wood-quay) 

-n-ard? — There are many wretched places in it out of 
which it is very Lard to get rates. For instance, I did 
not get anything out of Wood-street, Park-street, and 
other ]>laces. Wood^street is immediately behind the 
Adelaide Hospital. 

2249. What class of people live there ? — All tene- 
ments. 

2250. What is tho valuation of the Iiouscs thei-e ? — 

Generally they are very small. 1 should say £10 
would be the utmost. 

2251. I presume in Wood-street it is the immediate 
lessor is rated? — Yes, 

2252. And what class of persons are the immediate 
lessors? — I think they ai-e very poor. There is a man 
named O’Grady, and I think he is only a journeyman 
shoemaker. 

22.53, Are those persons I find down here — Peter 
Maher, Patrick Maguire, and soon, with other names 
in Wood-street that 1 find in tlie list— in occupation 
at all of tho houses themselves ? — I don’t tliiuk they 
arc ill occupation. The liousos are set to tenants. 

2254. Do you know a man named Patrick Ma- 
guire, I see rated here? — No. 

2255. Where does he live? — He does not live at the 
place. 

2256. Wliere does he live? — I don’t know. I never 
saw him, 

2257. How did you manage, to get his name ? — In 
such cases from the tenants. 

2258. Is ho a person of any substance or means ? — 

I don't think lie is. 

2259. Do the tenants all pay rent to him ? — They 
do. I was told it was paid to l.im or his agent, who 
might be living in a room in the h nise. 

2260. Did you evcrfiud out v.hai sort of in terest he 
had in the house ? — I did not. 

2261. Whether he owned it in fee-simple or paid a 
heavy rent for it? — No. 

22G2. Were you ever able to get a sight of him ? — 

I never saw him. 

2263. Did you make diligent inquiry to find out 
where he might be found? — I always make diligent 
inquiries and do all I can to gel the money. 

22G4. Would distress be of any avail to recover the 
rates ? — I am not up in the law of tho matter, 

2205. I am not talking of the law. Ifyouliadtho 
power of distraining wouk! it be of any use ? — I don’t 
think you would get fourjiencc halfpenny out of some 
of the places. 

2265. Mr. Brooks. — Y on never were able to see 
Peter Malier ? — No, sir. I never saw liim to my 
knowledge. 

2267. So that so far as your knowledge extends 
there may be no such jiersoii in existence ? — I believe 
there is. Tlie peojilo in the place told me they paid 
rent to his agent. 

2368. CiiAiUMAN. — Do you know a place called 
Deinpsoy’s-court ? — I do. I think it is off Cainden- 
streot. 

2269. I see a man named James Dempsey is rated 
for houses there invarioussmns, ino.st of them bcing£l 
12i'., and some of them beingaslowas£l ; and I see op- 
posite to tJiese “ Will pay” ? — Yos ; he ])iomisod to 
pay me. 

2270. Who was that man? — He lived m the country 

some place. I don’t exactly remember Lis address. 

I had a copy of the addresses of the parties who liad 
property, and 1 wrote to them, giving them a list of 
their houses, and he wrote to me promising to pay. 

2271. Do you know did he ever jiay? — 1 think he 
did. I don’t know. 

2272. Was this James Dempsey a man of sub- 
stance ?— Yes. 

2273. As far as he was concerned you would have 
no difficulty in realizing ? — No; if he was inclined to 
pay. I did not know anything about the law. 

2274. Did you bring anything in refoi-eiice to tius 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



94 


COLLECTIO-N' OF RATES INQUIRY. 


raaii under the notice of tlie solicitor for tho Collector- 
General! — I chive not go Lsfore the solicitor. ''.Ve 
must fii-st go before the Colloctor-Goiicral to get leave. 

2275. Dill you ever get leave to go ? — I did not, nor 
never asked it. 

2276. And yet you found at the same time that 
Demp.sey was a man of property and had uioiioy ? — 
Yes ; he proniiscd to pay. 

2277. I fiticl another tnan called Joseph Lafilm in a 
court, and the entry tliat he “ will pay.” Did he 
pay 1 — I c.annot tell you. 

2278. Was that man of substance I —1 think he wa.s. 

227‘J. And you never know after you left the ward 

whether he |)aid or !iot? — I did not. I found ray hands 
full enough with the wards T had. 

2280. The nc.xt after that Is Camden-row, tho lioasos 
of which are rated to a person called Peter Dyruo? — 
I think Peter Byrne has j aid. 

2281. You have -stated with reference to him, “ will 
pay”? — Yos. 

2282. Will yon give any reason why proceedings 
were not taken against this pci-sou? — That was move 
for my sncce.ssor than myself, because I left the ward 
when thc;sc arrear sheets were made out. 

2283. I find the rates that were struck on Peter 
Byrne were : — £1 lOs. 'id. on one house ; .£1 5s. 7d. 
on another hmi.se ; £1 3s. on another, and so on ; and 
I find in every one of these cases there was more than 
two yeais’ rates due at the end of 1876. Do you con- 
sider that was I'or your successor ? — I was then new in 
the place. I was only twelve months in the ward. 

2284. It comes to this — the first year you don’t 
take any steps because you are new to the place, and 
the second year yon take no steps because you are old 
and going to be changed ? — Yes. 

228.5. Here is another case, a man called Edward 
Deinjisey, Camden-buildings. He ap|iears to have 
been r.ited for the whole of Cainden-bnildings, and 
appears to be i-ated lor the year £8 3s. He j.aid 
£l on account, and says -‘will pay the balance.” Why 
w.asn’t the balance onfo'ced against him? — Because I 
left the ward. 

2286. I find licre in Camden-street, lower, the names 
of four persons living in houses 45, 40, 47, and 48, 
each of whom was rated in sums the lowest of which 
was .£10, and tlio highest a little over £19, and I find 
“ will pay ” opposite these names. Can you give any 
reason why these arrears were not enforced ?— These 
houses were owned by a Mrs Cony, and she promised 
to jiay all. 

2287. These are places, so far as I can see, in which 
the persons in occupation are liable for the rates? I 
presume these were shops where business was carried 
on ? — The sliops might belong to John Branagan, or 
somebody else. 

2288. Do you know whether that sum was paid or 
not ? — I could not tell. 

2289. Mr. Pim-ps.— Have you the rate book with 
you ?— Tho book for my present collection — it is a dif- 
ferent ward, 

2290. CiiAiRM.\N. — I find in Charleville-avenue a 
man called Iloimossy, who appoara to be rated for 
almost all the ])roperty in the place, and observations 
are inserted “ is likely to be paid ” ; and I find also, 
in connexion with that, a man called Joseph Gannon, 
who is rated for lai-go sums, of £8 and £5, and there 
is a statement, “ will pay by instalments.” Can you 
give any explanation about these ?—Hennessy I could 

not find out. He lives in ifome part of the country 

I think Kingstown. I could not find his address. 

2291. Why did you write, “ is likely to pay ” ? I 

asked my predecessor concerning him, and he said ho 
was a responsible man, and that he was sure to pay 
something. 

2292. Did yoiir predecessor ever get rates from him? 

— I believe he did, 

2293. Didn’t he know his address? — He did not. 

2294. Did you ever look in the Directory for his 
address'? — No. I know I am most anxious to get ad- 


229.5. In regard to this particular pci-son whom your 
predecessor said was likely to pay something, state 
some efforfcs that you made to find out his address ?— 
I madi! all tlic ellbrts in my power, as well os I re- 
Dieraber. 

2290. Tills Ls not so long ago. This arre.ar sheet 
was sent in so late as last year. Tell us any efforts 
you made to get the address of this jicr.son who is rated 
for not a single place, but, I believe, for twenty places? 
— I cannot. 

2297. Did you make any inquiries from the police? 
— T did not make any inquiries from the police in inv life. 

2298. Did you know this Joseph Gannon’s address? 

— I did ; he came to the office and promised to pay • 
he wanted time. . ’ 

2299. Mr. Brooks. — D idn’t j'on ascertain the day 
it is usual for these men to collect their rents? They 
collect them at some skited time — do they not usually? 
— I believe they do. They generally have an agent to 
collect the weekly rents. 

2300. Now, in that c.ise of Peter Malier, of Wood- 
street, did you never ascertain what was his day for 
collecting rente ?-— J don’t think I did. 'They may have 
told me, but I didn’t take any note of it. They said 
tlie agent would be round, perhaps, on a certain day. 

2301. Here is Peter Malier, who appears on your 

showing, to be deriving large profits, and whom you 
have never seen 

WitTwss . — It is a wretched phice. 

2302. Couldn’t you have ascertained the day and 

hour wlion he went round and collected his rents? 

I don’t think 1 cniiid. They aj-e generally collected 
by one of the tenants for him. 

2303. Cii.AiiuiAN. — Did Mr. Moylan, when you 
brought this arrear sheet before him, express gi'eat 
disapju'obation at the amount of rates outstanding 

with the observation “will pay” opposite to it ? He 

said he was much surprised at seeing. 

2304. Did he inquire when you were likely to get 
paid by these people, or what efiorts you Inul made to 
get the rates? — He questioned me genei'olly upon eveiy 
item that is there. 

2305. And the result of it is, you were removed to 
another ward? — But uot as the result of a bad col- 
lection, but owing to a general change. 

2306. Mr. Murray. — D id you receive directions 
fi-om tlie Collectoi'-General? — Yes, 

2307. Did you receive any other directions than as 
to the ward? — Not particularly; the Collector-General 
marked every one of them. 

2308. CnA[RnAN. — Have you made the collection 
in the ward this year much more than the last ? — No. 

2309. You have not made any estimate? — No. 

2310. Mr. Murray. — H ave you made an arrear 
list? — Yes ; I have. 

2311. Made it out very recently ? — Within the last 
fortnight. 

2312. For 1877?— For 1877. 

231 3. Did you make out one for 1876 ? — No. 

23 1 4. Why not ? — I was changed in 1876. 

2315. Were changed too soon to make out the list ? 
— Yes ; I wouldn’t be adequate to the task of mak- 
ing a list. 

2316. Chair5Ia>t. — I t wouldn’t befor yourself but 
for your successor ?— Yes; I gave him all the infor- 
mation in ray power. 

2317. You left him to make a remission list from 
the an-ear sheet? — Yes. 

2318. What wore you before you were appointed a 
collector ? — The last appointment I had was in a mer- 
chant’s office. 

2319. What were you, a clerk in that office? — 1 was. 

2320. How long had you been in that oliico ? — Two 
years. I was in several other offices. 

2321. In what year were yon appointed ?— In tlie 
year 1875, July, 1875. 

Mr. Phipps. — I think we ought to take some notice 
in the inquiry of the arrears that have taken place in 
the Wood-quay ward during the last five yeare. Tak- 
ing them in gross, I find they were in. 1872 £1,400 ; 
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1873 of .€1,S00 ; 1874, u|iwnnls of £3,400 ; 

187!i| £'2,800 ; 1876, upwarcls of £-'),300. 

llVingw. It is tlie largest collection in Dublin. 

Mr. riiippa.— Tlio be.st payers 1 
Witnesn, — Yes. 

CiiAiUMAK. — It is not merely the largest, bnt the 
arrears arc incn.'asing proportionately. 

Witness . — They arc building every day. 


2-322. CiiAiEirAK. — I presume aa soon as the houses J<m. t. isjs. 
are built and the valuation made, you will get rates out yj^ Qildas. 
'of thenil — Yes. Suppose they are built in tlie early 
part of the year they are not rated until the following 

^ 2323. The fact that they are building docs not make 
it more ditBcult to collect the rates ?— Yes ; when ther 
are tenanted. 


Mr. WiLi-iAM Mooney examined. 


‘>32-l. CiiAiP-MAN. — You are the solicitor for the 

Collector-Uoneral of rates 1 — lam, 

.>325. How long have youhcld that position 1 — Since 

^ 232fi I presume the Oollector-General himself has 
tJjo appointment of the solicitor 1 — He has not. 

2327. I« 1’® appointed by Ooveruiueut? — He is 
annointed by Government, the office being portion of 
the patronage of the Attorney-General, it is right I 
should mention that on the ai>pointment ot Mr. Moy- 
lau there was a question about it. On the original 
constitution of the office Mr. Hatcholl was the Altor- 
ucv-Genei-al, and had, in virtue of his office, appointed 
Edmund and Lanrcuco Mooney, my father and brother. 
My father resigned in I860 and 1 was appointed by the 
then Attorney-General, Baron Deasy, in conjunction 
with Laurence Mooney. That was (lurii)g Mr. Btaun- 
toivs time. On the appointment of Mr. Moylauas (.'ol- 
lertur-GemTal, he questioned my appointment as the 
solicitor under the Government, and I was, so far as 
Mr Movlan was coneeri;ed, some little time the 
solicitor on sufferance. He did not appoint any other 
solicitor. The present Judgo Barry ivas then Attor- 
uey-Gcncral, and ho I know was consulted on the 
subjoct, and Mr. Hatcholl wrote to Mr. Ban-y a letter 
•which hlr. Bai-ry subsequently gave to me, stating 
that oil the original appoinUnont the jiatrouage was 
claimed by Sir Tliomas lledington who was then Under 
Secretarv, and was also claimed by the Attorney- 
General,' and that it was agreed the matter should be 
referi-cd to Lord Clarendon, and Lord ClavoiHlon de- 
cided it was the patronage of the Attorney-General. 
It was in consequence of that Mr. iratclicll iniuic tlio 
appointment, and also that Baron Deasy afterwards 
appointed mo. On the retirement of Laurence Mooney 
I was appointed sole solicitor by Judgo Barry, the 
then Attorney-General. 

2328. As solicitor are you paid any salary! — None 
whatever. 

2321). I presume then you imc paid by bills of costs 

for the work 1 Yes ; and to some extent of coui-so by 

the jiublic in cases where tlie taxes arc I'ccoverod. 

2330. In other words you get credit for bills of costs 
when you recover from the defeated party! — Yes. 

2331. Do you take instructions from the ( -ollcctov- 

Gencral himself, or do the instructions come from the 
collectors! No. The eollectovs arc forbidden to com- 

municate with me. 

2332. Whom do you got irst-metions from ? — Either 
from the Collector-General or the Chief Clerk. 

2333. Are the insti'iictions communicated in writing 
or verbally! — Generally in writing, sometimes verbally. 

233-4. Do you keep in your office a special book for 
the business of the Collector-General 1—1 do. 

233.5. I suppose that is your cost book for that 
ollicc! — It is. 

233G. Do the sums that are paid to you for the 
Collector-General’s office appear in their accounts of 
office expenditure! — No; paid out of the two and a 
half jicr cent, which is deducted from the rates. They 
ate paid out of the two and a half per cent., I believe, 
wliuii it is sufficient, but there have been a number of 
opinions taken from time to time from the Law Offices 
of the Crown, who have advised that neither the Col- 
lector-Genei-al’s salary nor the law costs arc chargeable 
on the two and a half per cent. 

2337. In otlier worGs the Collector-General csin [lay 
these out of the geneva! fund over and above the two 
and a half per cent. ! — Over and above the two ami a 
half jier cent. 


2338. As a matter of practice are they taken out 
of the general fund! — I am not quite certain. 

2332. Has that been so prior to the time of Mr.Moy- 
laii! — That q\iestiou was raised at a ^ cry' early jieriod. 

23-10. I pi'csume, when we sjieak of the general 
fund, and speal^ of the two and a lialf ])cr cent., you 
uudei’Stand the two and a lialf per cent, is the gross 
amount taken from the general fund to carry on the 
oflice business! — Yes. 

2341, And I understand, according to the opinion 
given by the Attorney-General, the £800 a year salary 
given to the Collector-Gene-al, and the amount neces- 
sary for law costs, is to be taken out of the sum col- 
lected by the Collectoi'-Ooneral over and above the two 
and a hali'jicr cent.! — Exactly. I don’t know how the 
matter is done in the office, but I am quite clear that 
is the opinion. 

23-12, For instance, in 1876 I see the receipts, and 
oi'posite to them the payment of salaries ,£6,326 O.v, 
but over and above that I liud there is jaiid in addition 
to what is paid to the ofliccvs, the Collectoi'-Ceiierars 
salary, .£800 ; iicnsions under the 32nd i -33rd Viet., 
£45-1 Qs., and law costs, £30. Are these law costa 
jiaid to you? — These must bo costs paid to me. 

2343. The entire sum yon received for costs from 
tlie office in 1876 is £30! — That cannot lie tlie ease. 

2344. That occurred to me. f suppose the costs 
were not furnished to me. 

hir. Moylaii. — hlr. hlooney got money on account. 

2345. CiiAiRM.AS. — If he got money on account it 
must ajipcav in the accounts! 

Witness . — The costs were paid to mo. 

2346. OiiAiiiMAN. — lundcrstaml tlie,£30wusobligcd 
to bo paid on account of the litigation having gone 
against you!- Yes. 

2347. Ill 1875 I find, before the office account is 
deducted at ail, that is two ami a half i-cr cent., you 
rocoivcd£6r)() 12»'. lltd I in'csumc tliat nq-resents costs 
thatwere]iaidtoyou! — Noquestion about it - thatisso. 

2348. Could YOU give us an idea of the average 
amount for the last seven years of the to.sts that have 
been paid to vou each ycai'! — I could not now, but I 
could give you the return. 

2342. If it would not be too much we will ask you 
to give us that return from 187U down to the jirescnt 
time. I observe yon have not been in the habit of 
furnishing your account each year, for I see in 1874 
thci'o were no costs, so that £li.)G must represent t'wo 
years at least!— There was a very heavy litigation 
against the Port and Doclcs Board, and I Ihink it 
was during that time these costs wci'c iucunod, 

2350. Was there any time in which the law costs 
■were jiaid out of the t'vo and a half per cent.! — I think 
there was, but I am not quite certain about that. In 
the event of the two ami a half per cent, being in- 
suffu'iont the costs would be jiaitl outoftliegeaural fund. 

2351. At the present time it is not insufficient, for 
we have been told they have been jiayiiig out ot tho 
office fund a considerable sum to the various boards. 
What is the general character of the litigation you are 
emjilovcd on by tbe Collcctov-General s ollicc ! Princi- 
pally the issuing of summonses ! — Principally the issu- 
ing of summonses under one of the sections ci the Kate 
Act, which are heanl before oiio of the divisional 
magistrates, but a variety of other proceedings are 
taken from time to time. 

2352. And these summonses are issued against the 
occupier when he is tho person that is rated, and against 
tho person who is the immediate lessor when ho is 
rated ! — Quite so. 


Mr. lloonoy. 
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2353. Are tliese proectKlin.qs conducted by a solici- 
tor? — Yes. Wlien I might iiaj)[ieo to be away, whicb 
is very seldom, iiideid, 1 get another solicitor to re- 
present me, and on one or two occasions my clerk is 
ther(!, but with tliese excejitious I attend myself. 

2354. Are there many of this kind of pioceedings 
taken in the year 1 — There arc. They generally don’t 
commence until the autumn and terminate on the 31st 
of Dcccinbei-. The quantity of business under that 
heading 1 look upon as having fallen off very much. I 
find for seven years preccciing 1870 the number 
of 8ummon.so.s was something above 10,000, and since 
1870 they have been a littlcover 0,000. 

2355. So that it was something beyond an average 
of 1,400 fortho seven years antecedent to 1S70, and a 
little over 800 since 1870? — Yes. 

2350. ^ oil issue summonses confined to particular 
periods of the year, commencing in autumn. Do you get 
a return of the persons who are to be summoned or do 
you get isolated cases ? — I get a list of summonses scut 
in fay the Collector-General and initialed by him. 

2357. Is it a rule that you only summon for the 
first half-year's rates — that is, the rates due in the 
July of that year? — No. They arc generally for the 
entire year, and frequently for three, four, or five years. 

2358. We have been told by seveial collectors that 
a practice has grown up in the office of this cha- 
racter — that if a person pays the first half-year they 
are in the habit of giving him till the end of December 
to pay the rates for the other half-year ? — Yes. I 
think that is the practice, and particularly any man 
-who has not paid his rates until the 31st of December 
escapes until the following autumn. 

2359. So that when the airear shcets are crowded 
with a large amount of arrears in them, and a great 
number of which arc collectible, no legal proceedings 
are taken with regai-d to them until the following 
autumn ? — That is so. 

23G0. Is there anything in the constitution of the 
office or the character of the business done in the office 
that makes it necessary for them ti' postpone proceed- 
ings until the following year? — On the contrary, I 
consider the system a very bad one, and frequently 
suggested that persons in arrear of rates, that is an 
entire year on the 31st of December, should be sum- 
moned early in the following year. 

2361. We have been told here that there are certain 
people in Dublin having abUity to pay, but who tliink 
that having the money in their own pockets, they 
might make use of it in their bu.siness, that are in the 
habit of paying the first half-year and persistently de- 
cline to pay the second half-year until the end of De- 
cember or the beginning of the following year. Don’t 
you think it would be a desirable thing and improve 
the collection if a rule was made that the second half- 
year’s rates should be enforced by legal proceeduigs in 
the month of October, and from that on to November 
and December, until they were paid ? — I am clearly of 
that opinion. 

2362. And as far as the business of the office is con- 
cerned there is no reason why that shouldn’t be done. 

It is as easy to do it then as at any other time ? There 

is no reason that I am aware of. 

2303. Are you successful as a rule in the summonses? 
—We are scarcely ever <lefeated— very seldom indeeil. 

2364. Have there been many instances in your ex- 
perience of your proceeding against a man as an occu- 
pier or an immediate les.sor and his successfully main- 
tainiug that he is not the person liable, and that you 
cannot recover against him? — It has sometimes 
occurred, but not often, whenever such a claim happens 
to bo brought forwai-d, I examine the man closely 
upon oath in the jiolice court, and if I satisfy myself 
that he is not liable to the rate, I advise them to amend 
the rate-book and summon tlie party who is really liable. 

2365. Have you found, if he is not the occupier, 

some clue as to who is the real occupier? Almost in- 

variably. 

2366. And does the same rule apply to the person 
•who is not tlie immediate lessor? — We generaJly get 
that from the tenants. 


2367. Will you toll me the law, as you understand 
it, as to these notices, and the legal effect of sorvin? 
them ? — The law :i« regards the notices is that we 
cannot recover tlie taxes at all until proof of the 
fourteen-day notice is given. That is a condition pre- 
cedent to the recovery ofany rates, and it has i-ery fre- 
qinmtly happened, in consequence of these notices 
having been mislaid, or in consequence of difficulties 
in the service of them, or in consequence of the death 
or resignation of the officer by whom they are served 
we are placed in a jiosition of great difficulty as regards 
proceeding. 

2368. Has that fourteen-day notice anything to do 
with fixing liability? Does the proof of the service 
prima. facie fix liability on the jjcrson ? — I consider that 
proof of the .service of the fourteen-day notice and the 
production of the late-book that the party suninioned 
is the party rated is jmma facie evidence that he is liable 
and the owns lies on the pai-ty to prove that he is not 
the party so l ated. 

2360. Do you think there is any advantage derived 

from the service of that fourteen-day notice? None 

whatever; it is a great impediiiKiiit to the collection 
of tiie rates. With respect to that the collector never 
indorse notices sufficiently to make them available 
after death. It requii-es technical knowledge of the 
law to make an entry of that kind evidence after his 
death. Yon know that. 

2370. And it is barely possible an ordinary collec- 
tor would make it so that it could be evidence after 
his. death ? — Yes. 

2371. The service of the notices gives you veiy 
little help in the way of fixing liability. The oral 
evidence is sufficient to establish that? — Yes. 

2372. Is there imy advantage to the citizens or 
ratepayers in the giving notice that a rate is struck 
and they are to pay? — I don't tlimk a collector 
should be allowed to summon any party uiitO he. made 
a written demand on him at his residence j but tlio 
difficulty is making it a condition precedent to our right 
to get a warrant. It appears to me uiireasouabie to 
summon for rates until there is a written demand of 
some kind made. 

2373. You think there would be no harm inflicted 
on the citizens if that portion of the Act of Parliament 

requiiing the fourteen-day notice were omitted ? I 

am quite satisfied there would not. 

2374. Have you had many instances in which you 
have been defeated in taking proceedings in tlie Police 
Court, by reason of the notices not liaving been served 
or not being in a position to prove the service, and as 
a consequence, been obliged to give up portion of the 
rates ? — A great many. It has frequently happened 
in cases where the defendant owed several years 
arrears of taxes, that owing to the difficulcy in giving 
legal proof of tlie service of the notices for all the 
years I have been obliged to give up a large portion of 
the rates and make a compromise with tlie parties. 

2375. In these cases, if it hadn’t been necessary to 
prove tlie service, you would have recovered tlie rates? 
— We certainly would have got a decree. Tliey all 
faded on tlie gi-ound of our inability to prove the ser- 
vice of these notices. 

2376. As far as the legal proceedings, then, are con- 
cerned up to the point of getting the warrant, do you 
think that any change in the law would be necessary 
beyond abolishing the service of the notice. 1 am not 
going into the general question of how to levy the 
rates? — I think not. 

2377. Have you ever followed any of these war- 
rants after you got them, and ascertained what the i-e- 
ault was when they were put into the hands of the 
warrant officer ?— No, unless some legal difficulty ai'ose 
in the execution of them. 

2378. Are you able to say from your own know- 
ledge what proportion of the decrees you get from 

the magistrates are realized by levy ? I am not, but I 

know a great deal depends upon the efficiency of the 
officer to whom they are given. 

2379. Would you mention any of the legal difficulties 
that have been occasionally brought before you in the 
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of a warrant that has been actually given to the 
warrant olEcer ? — I think it is a warrant it is called. 
'The jirobable, and possibly the only difficulty, is pro- 
vidiu" goods on which to make a seizure. The de- 
mand of the Collector-General, as of course you arc 
aware, is purely a per.sonal demand on the jierson 
rated. It is no charge whatever on tlie premises rated, 
not even on the interest in the promises of the indi- 
vidual by whom the taxes are actually due ; and if the 
person by whom the rates are due was to sell his 
interest in the premises for a large sum, as has fre- 
quently occurred, the demand of the Collector-General 
is not a lieu on the premises. The purchase money 
mi"ht be paid without ajiy reference to the dimiand of 
tlie Collector-Gcnei-al. 

2380. If they were sold in the Landed Estates 
■Court would the Court pay the rates? — We have re- 
ceived money from time to time from the Landed Es- 
tates Coui't, but chiarly we wouldn't bo entitled to 
make the demand for the money, except as against the 
owner, but as against the incumbrancer I don’t think 
if the difficulty was raised the Landed Estiites Court 
would pay. There is an idea on the part of tlie pub- 
lic and certain members of the Ieg:il profe^ssion, that 
the taxes are a cliaa'ge on the premises, and we have 
frequently got money in that way from the Landed 
Estates Court, but if the question were raised, I think 
the Lauded Estates Court would ignore thedemand, as 
not being a ch.arge on the premises. 

2381. Are you aware from your personal experience 
that, as regards poor-rates, they are a charge on lands 
in the country, and the Landed Estates Court will pay 
them in priority to incumbmuces? — There is a provi- 
sion by wliich a decree for jioor-rates can be recovered 
against lauds, but that doesn’t apply to the Collector- 
•General’s office. 

2382. Do you mean a decree upon a summons 1 — 
Yes, or at Quarter Sessions. There is another reason 
why the demand is admitted, and that is because 
parties going into possession would be liable for ar- 
rears, which, to a certain extent, he must be in case of 
poor-i-atDS. The subsequent occupier is liable for ar- 
rears due by his predecessor, and he is entitled to de- 
duct the amount from his landlord. In the City of 
Dublin a pereon going into occupation of premises in 
respect to which rates are due, has no connexion with 
antecedent arrears. He is liable merely for the taxes 
from the date he enters into possession, and there is 
no lien on the premises, and there is no person liable for 
the antecedent arrears but the previous rated occupier. 

2383. And a person going into possession of land 
on which arrears are due can deduct from his landlord 
not merely half liis rates, but a certain amount which 
he agreed upon before he went in ? — That is so. 

2384. Have not. the arrears of the poor-rates been 
limited to a certain number of years — two years, I 
think 1 — T am not sure. 

2385. Where yon have been consulted as to legal 
difficulties in executing warrants, I presume the diffi- 
culties are of this character, as to whether or not par- 
ticular goods can be considered to belong to the person 
.against whom you have got the wai-rantl — That is so. 
There are frequently adverse claims made to goods on 
the premises. These are frequently bo7ia Jide, and 
sometimes T have asceiLained that they were fraudu- 
lent ; but the great danger in the execution of a war- 
rant of that character is, tliat it renders us liable to 
an action ; and therefore we have notliing to do but 
to give up the claim, for otherwise there would bo 
numberless actions against the Collector General. 

2386. But in case of warrants, you have no moans 
of having anything in the nature of an interpleader 
suit? — None. 

2387. Are tliere any other difficulties connected 
with the actital levying of warrants? — Yes; the only 
other difficulty is as to the ten-days’ distress. The ex- 
pense of maintaining a ten days’ distress is extremely 
heavy, and very difficult. 

2388. That does not arise under the provisions of 
any statute ? — It arises under the general provisions 
applicable to the levying of all, or neaiTy aU, wairants, 


issued by the Police Magistrates of Dublin. In the 
case of a Civil Bill decree, the period that must 
elapse between the levy and sale is four days; 
and in case of an execution from a superior court, 
it is a matter eotiroly in the discretion of the 
yiieriff. I myself think the period of four days that is 
applicable to Civil Bill decides would be quite enough 
for the execution of warrants at the suit of the Col- 
lector-General. 

2389. Are many of those decrees which are obtained 
fi-oiii the niiigistrates from time to time substautially 
for large sums? — Very large sums. 

2390. Do you think yon would be in a bettor p<i- 
sition in a case of that hind where the sums werei'eally 
substantial and large sums, fur sums over £20, if you 
were to sue in the Becorder’s court, and get a decree 
from the Becorder! — I don’t think so. The only ad- 
vantage of such a decree would be, that we could apply, 
if necessary, to turn it into a judgment, and register 
it against any property of the debtor. 

2391. If yon had a decree of the Recorder’s court 
in case of a large sum, you would be able to have the 
ordiiiaiy remedies of a judgment creditor? — We would. 

2392. And in some cases wliich have been mentioned 
lure — cases in which people have got a considerable 
number of houses of which they are called the imme- 
diate lessors, and having jiroperty in the country — 
you would have that advantage? — We would. What 
we liave done — and I think it is the best course — we 
have recovered a great deal of praperty through the 
instrumentixlity of the Bankrupt Court, siuce non- 
traders have become liable to the provisions of the 
Banki-upt Act. 

2393. In that case there must be £40 due, and you 
cannot be sure the parties are able to pay at all ? — ■ 
They pay sooner than have their property made liable. 

2394. Well, now, there is no doubt, 1 should think, 
that it would materially improve the colleotion of rates 
in the city of Dublin if there was a law that the goods 
of any pereon on the premises subject to tlie rates 
should be liable to distress? — There is no doubt about 
it, and I think it is so almost everywhere else. In 
the Batlimiucs and Rathgar Township — I have the 
statute here — I find that not only have they got the 
power of summary distress, but that the owner is liable, 
as well as the occupier. 

2395. Be kind enough to refer us to the statute, 
and give us the section? — It is the 25th Vic., cap. 2.5, 
sec. 36 (Local and Personal) : — 

“ III aildilion to their other pnwers for the recovery of rates, tlie 

of rates due under this Act, all goods and chattels, and any pro- 
perty rated, and, in case of .sufficient cU«lre.sa not being found, mar 
recover the amount not paid from the owner of the property rated 
by complaint or Oilier proceeding in any court having jurisdiction 
for the recovery of delits of tlmt kind." 

2396. Is there any definition clause iu that as re- 
gards the term owner ? — There is no definition danse 
in that Act. In the Towns. Clauses Consolidation Act 
there is the definition. 

2.397. Would it be necessary to show before cause 
of action, that a previous and unsuccessful distress 
was on the premises? — I tliink it would. 

2398. To jirove there was uot sufficient distress? — 
Certainly, at the time of the commencement of the suit. 

2399. But there is no provision made as regards 
rendering it necessary to distiviin within any particular 
time? — No. I think it would be sufficient to prove 
that at the time of the commencement of the suit there 
was no sufficient distress. I am not to be understood 
as expressing any opinion tliat in any legislation that 
may be founded on this inquiry I would go the entire 
lengtli of this section. As regards unoccupied jiremises 
in the city of Dublin, all premises that are unoccupied 
are not liable to taxation, and so far as I can ascertain, 
that applies to no other jiart of Ireland except tho 
city of Dublin. Unoccupied premises elsewhere are 
only exempt from town rate. 

2400. But surely, in the rest of Ireland, unoccupied 
houses are exempt from poor-rate ? — I think not. 

2401. Oh, yes, there was a considerable amount of 
litigation in early times about it, but a provision has 
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Ijcf-ii recently pas-sed ; well, then, do I understand you, 
according to your acquaintance with the rest of Ii eland, 
to say that, as regards the Towns Improvement rate 
wliicls, of course, woiihl corre.spoiid with a considerable 
number of tlie rates here, that tliey arc not chargeable 
on unoccupied houses ? — Iii tlio Towns Improvement 
Act tho clause as to occujjancy is that they are not 
liable to that ])articular rate except sewer mtos. 

2402. And I believe the same is now tlio law in 
reference to county rates throughout Ireland! — Of 
course it is. It can nevci’ arise in ndcreiiee to land in 
■which the gross amount of county rates is levied, be- 
cause it is always a sourcf; of income, but as I under- 
staml, the law in reference to poor-rate, it is this, that 
a house whether occupied or not, is included in the 
rate, ami that Ibv wliate\'er [>oriod his house is vacant, 
his jioor-ratn for that period is deducted. 

2403. Now you say you worikl not, in any legisla- 
tion that wouhl arise from this commission, be under- 
stood us saying that you think it woiihl be desirable to 
have a clause ontii'cly parallel to tliat, but I have 
gatlicred that you clearly would be in favour of making 
the good.s of any person found on tho premises liable '! 
— I t''.ink the goods of any person on the premises 
slioulo be liable, to a limited extent, say for one or 
two years, on a warrant obtained before ii justice. I 
think t.he summary distress dangerous, but the proceed- 
ings before a magistrate only roejuires two days’ notice, 
and it is an exceedingly inexpensive way; tho costs 
are only 0.«. 8f./. under £10, and in .sum.s over £10, 
no matter what tlio amount may be, the sum is 8s. 8i7. 

2404. Do you know of say Actsof Parliamcntthat 
are to be read in connexiou ■with tho Rathmines Act; 
in which there is adelinition of tho word i^ack-rcat! — 
I think there is none, to the woixl raclwout. 

240n. Wo want to know, in the case of summonses 
tliat you speak of, when you apply for that summons, 
does it issue immediately ? — As a matter of coin-se that 
is a matter in the discixition of the magistrate, what 
time is it returnable. Two clear days if the matter 
was ])vcssing ; but we always give more than that. 
But two clear days would bo cci^taiiily quite sufficient. 

240ii. In addition to making the chattels of any 
pci-sou, whoever they might be that would bo found 
on the premises lialilo is there any other suggestion 
which you would otrer a.s to the collection of 
rates'! — Of course it is quite an open question r.s to 
whether tho owner slioukl bo liable for any ])ortion of 
tho rates in tho event of there being insudicient dis- 
tress. I know there is very little diliiculty in recover-, 
ii.ig tho rents, but thcj'e is very great difficulty in reco- 
vering the taxes, because the owner lias, in addition to 
the jiower of distress, also the power of evicting for 
non-payment of i-ent, so that enables him to get his 
rent almost from the poorest tenants ; hut as regards 
the better class of tenants, I apprehend there would 
bo a very groat opjiosition to changing any liability 
of those owners, as distinct from tho occupiers, in ad- 
dition to tho jiowor of distress. 

2407. That would, of coiu'so, be a question of ^xilicy 
of avery difficult charaeterindeed — whether or not the 
rates were to be thrown upon the landlord as distin- 
guished from the ocuupior, and I understand you do 
not olFor any opinion upon that. You arc only speak- 
ing as to tlie way in which tlic I'atos might be moi'C 
easily recovered 1 — Yes ; the rates could tic moi^e easily 
rccov<!i-ed if thci-c was a provision introdarced into 
the Act for the collection of tho rates in Dublin, 
similar to the 3Gth section of tho Rathmines and Rath- 
gar Township Act. 

2 108, Has yoin^ attention been called to any case in 
which heavy loss accrued to the i-atos by what are 
cp.Ucxl house-jobbers'! — That has very frcqxiently come 
under my observation. Wo have done tho vei^y 
h<;st we could with the powers we had to cope with 
tliat difficulty, but there has bccu an enormous quan- 
tity of rates lost in consequence of the Collector- 
(iouer.al not having any claim upon the person who was 
deriving a substantial interest in the premises. 

2409. Regarding a procedure of that kind, in the 
natiu'c of a fraud for the purpose of defeating tho pay- 


ment of the rates, is there any way which you could 
suggest in which that fraud could be con-ecte'd willioat 
changing the general policy of the law! — I think not 
Fraudulent agreements, agreements that I had myself 
no doubt wei-e made for the ]>urposo of evading the law 
have come under my observation several times, but 
wc were uuablu to deal with them. 

2410. If there wore a house let in tenements and 
if the rates were dcmaudetl and there was no distress 
if the Gollector-Creneral had the power of serviu<* 
notice on the tenants caliiug upon them to pay their 
routs to him until the rates wore paid d.i yuu think 
that would he a remedy? — I think it would be quite 
ineffectual and I will tell you why, in the el.tss of 
houses in question. TJio remedy we would have would 
bo by distraining their good.s, tlie goods of the persons 
capable of seizure would be very iu-significant indeed 
and of cour.se you are aware that under an Act of 
Pai-liament, which I can quote to the Connnissionere 
that the bed and bedding and oho necessaries of the 
purtk's, including the tools of artisans, are jirotected 
from s-.'iznrc, that is you must loiu-e behind you a 
quantity of those articles of tlio value of not loss timu 
£5, and the class of tenaiits in question wouhl not 
liavo distress to that amount at all. I know this Iids 
boon tried ; wc have tried that remedy and the result 
has been that the landlord will caution the tenant 
against paying any rates. If they do not pay, all wo 
can do is to distrain them, and if tlioy pay us, the land- 
lord will serve them witli notice to quit and jmt them 
out. Notlnvithstanding our getting decrees ivainst 
them they will contimicinspitoof us tojiaytho landlord. 

2411, As far as lean givther Aom yon, you .see no- 
way in wlikh that system of house jobbing could be 
cori'catcd and t’le rates recovered in these cases with- 
out cxtcuiling the law, in such a way as also to meet 
cases -wliere the dealings between the landionl and 
tenant were perfectly /iikl — The only way thatcan 
be reached is by enabling n.s to recover the rates from 
tho real owner of tlie jmiperty, that is not against the 
inmioaiate lessoj- hut against his landlord. In that 
class of cases we should be entitled to jiroceed not 
only against the immediate les.sor, but agaiimt the per- 
son from whom ho holds directly. 

2 112. Is there any suggestion you would make as to 
how that pi-actically would be cai^ricd out! — There was 
a bill jirepai^ed under insti uctious from mo, a copy of 
which was submitted to the Government which would 
have enabled that to be done. 

2413. Have you got a coj>y of that bill ?— Yes 
(produces a copy). 

2414. I find hero a provision in reference to rack- 
rents, munoly, the 5th clause ! — Wo intended to give a 
definition to that. 

2-H5. As this bill stands don’t you think that diffi- 
culties would arise by reason of the term “ rack -rent " 
not being doiined! — I think thci-e would. I think 
where promises wore held at any greater rent than the 
present valuation would bring it within it. 

2416, At a greater rent than tho jn'osciit valuation? 
— Yes ; in these tenement liouscs, I would of course 
make the immoAiato lessor liable, and make his 
immediate hindlord. You could scarcely <^0 further 
tlian that. 

2417, W ould you confine that to ca.scs of houses let 
in tennmente !— It wms confined by tliat bill which was 
a. very small bill. Of course wo did not attempt by 
that bill to (leal with all the difficulties that Iiave from 
time to time arisen. 

^ 2418. The proposition wa.s atwo-fold one. First— 
Iliat distress should bo levied on any good.s that should 
be found in the place and in cases of tenement liouses, 
whei-o yon could not recover from the immediate lessor 
you could go against his landlord in case he was 
getting a rack-rent'! — Yes ; these wore the principal 
provisions. 

2-419, Is it your opinion that such a provision as 
that would have tho effect of considerably diminish- 
ing the amount of deficiency in Dublin! — I am sure 
that it would, enormouslv. 

2420. From your connexion with the office of the 
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<’olK'ctor-Gciienil of Eate.«, nud your 2 '>ersonal oxpcri- vornincnt any allogod default on the part of the j’nn. 7, leia.' 
ence, are you able to say that a good deal of the defi- Collector-General or his sub-collectors, they being 
citncy arises from want of energy on the part of the Government officers, holding their apitoiiitinont from 

collectors? — I have no doubt in the world about that, the Executive — I tlunk such a .system would liavothe 

Some collectors iu-e more vigilant and energetic. You effect of inducing them to do their best to collect the 

can see by their I'etimis, and by the character of the taxes. 

arrears they send in, what they have done. Some of 2-128. Do you think that the Collector-General 
the collectors are most energetic and active, hut that should suj)ply to the auditor, or such officer whoever 

is much ''fitter known to the officers of the depuitmont he might bo, the material from which he made the 

than it is to me. various remissions, showing the number of vacant 

2-121. The oldest collector wn examined hei-e — Mr. houses, the nmnlier remitted foi' insoh ency, and that 
Henchy, who has boon in the oflicc since 181)3, stated he should bo in a position to answer the auditor any 
that it made voiy little difference what collector was cpiestions concerning the giounds of the.se n'mis.sioiis, 
oil a ward. Having an opjiortmiity of seeing the re- whereupon the auditor, exercising his judgment, could 
turns from the wards, do you think pcmoual chai'actor certify the account correct, or send forward a reiioi't to 
ami energy make a difference as rcgai'ds the o.ollectois ? Government stating his views with regard to tlie 
—Not the least doubt about it. Mr. Taaffe would be audit? — Tliabis my ojiinion. There ought to ho in tlio 
a better authority on that. It would be invidious to Colleetor-Gcncrnrs office a record available for all time, 
name individuals. which would show why a paibieular rate was not 

2422. It is an important thing in the ease of collec- collected. 

tiou not merely to have active officer.s, hut diligent 2429. Have you ever been consulted on the form 
superintendence? — Not the slightest doubt about it in wliich accounts are sent in for audit? — No. 

If a collector is remiss, jiarticulurly where there is not 2-120. You liave seen the foi-ms ? — Yes. 

sufficient sn jic’vlsion, he is likely to do as little as he can. 2431. Showing £122,000 of an arrear in one year, 

2423. Do you think the system in the office of not and in another year so mdeh, you have seen them ? — 
commencing to summon for the )>receding year’s ar- Yes; but I have uotliing to do witli the accounts sub- 
reiu' until the antuinu of tlie following year tends inittcd to tlie Ileceivcr-Mastcr, and I am not compe- 
to remissness on the ])art of the collectors? — Yes. tent to give an 0 ])inion on the subject. 

Inmy opinion the Collector-General, or some person de- 2432. From your acquaintance with tlie matter 
putetl by him, ought periodically, not less than once a don’t you think it would he a desirable thing, when 
quarter, to go minutely through the lists of the collect- accoimts are brought foiward for audit, and liii-gc sums 
ors, in the same way as the Receiver-Master with a ajipear as arrears, that the auditor should have the 
receiver, and see what portion of the arrears was materials in the books of the office regularly kept to 
collectible, and what portion uncollectible, and if enable him to ascertain how these arrears accumulated, 
thoroughly satisfied they were uncollectible, strike them and to classify the various sums malcing that amount 
off, while ui cases of all collectible arreai-s tlie Collector- of arrears ? — Beyond all doubt. 

General, or i^ei-son dej^uted by him, should leave direc- 2433. And any audit witliout its being in the power 

fious perioilically with collectors to enforce the out- of the auditor to get that infoi-matiou is wholly illii- 
stuiidiiig arrears. . sorj'? — Yes; and unless the auditor has jiower to make 

2424. And would you think it desirable that such remarks for the consideration of Goveniment, as to tlie 
a return should he given, say at the end of the first uncollected taxes, the audit woidd be illusory. 

three months, and again at the end of another three 2434. But with reference to any books in the 
months? — I think so. I think at the end of the year Collector-General’s office at present, it is admitted that 
there is a clause in the Rates Act directing the Col- no books in the office will show the items of arrears, 
lector-Gcneral to furnish a list of the aiTears to the and that, in fact, no materi.al exists from which to get 
public auditor. Such a return ought to be given at such information? — Itis unquestionable that material 
least once a year, and an audit once u yeai' of the of tlnit character should be kept. 

Collector-General’s accounts. 243-5. From 1860 down to the jiresent time you 

2425. Have you any recollection of the way that have been connected with the office. Is it your ex- 

the audit was attempted to bo enforced by Master perience that the office is as well managed a.s when 
Fitzgibbon? — Yes ; Master Fitzgibbon asserted a juris- you first became acquainted with it? — I have nothing 
diction to go into the cause of uncollected taxes in the to do with the management of the office, and as far as 
city of Dublin, to act judicially in the same way as the management is concerned any member of tliis 
lie does with I'ecoivors, and to exercise his own jndg- Commission piobably knows as much as I do, and they 
meat as to whether the Collector-General or his sub- can judge of it by the relative amount of arrears which 
•collectors had collected the taxes in each particular have accumulated during the jieiiod referred to. 
instance, and if, in his opinion, the taxes had been 2436. So far as your department Is concerned have 
lost by the wilful default of the collector, that he was you found that arreara are allowed to stand out to a 
entitled to surchsii^e the Collector-General in reference later period at present than they foi-merly wer<! — col- 
to each individual case. lectible arrears? — lam unable to answer that (pics- 

2426. Did he suggest how that surchaige sliould bo tion. I can only see by the Siimmons books. I have 

enforced ? — What the Receiver-Master did was, he not examined the summons books, although I have 

actually did surcharge the Collectov-Genei-al, Mr. tliem antecedent to 1870. During these periods it 
Staunton. He certified it at the foot of the account, frequently happened that large airears were sent in. 
and directed him to lodge it. The matter having 2437. Do you consider it is better to pay the solid- 
arisen in tliat way, the case was fully argued before tor to the department by bills of costs than to pay him 
the Privy Council, and it wjis determined that Master a salary? — If tlic taxes were effectually collected, so 
Fitzgibbon had not the jurisdiction. After that Mas- far as the solicitor was concerned, it would be better 

ter Fitzgibbon said he gave up the slightest idea of for him to have his oi-dinary costs, but for the depart- 

auditing the Collector-Gencrars accounts at all, be- ment I have no doubt the present arrangement is a 
yond the mere matter of seeing what money he received, bad one, for this reason, that the collcctoi-s, who after 

2427. Do you think any intermediate courae could all arc the persons tliat difficulties arise with, are pro- 
be adopted which would lead to a satisfactory result? hibited from communicating with me by the Collector- 
— I do, I am of opinion that any person taking the General, and I think properly prohibited, because it 
office of Collector-General might tbiuk it too onerous might open a door to very large costs being incurred, 
to be liable to any public officer, that he could be per- I am not speaking now of myself. But if the law 
sonally surcharged in case of deficiency ; but I think agent were on a salary of course the collectors in the 
ifthere was an audit of the Collector-General’s accounts office would be enabled, without extra cost, to com- 
either by tlic Receiver- Master or any other officer ap- niunicate with me in relation to any difficulty that might 
pointed by Government — who could certify to Go- arise. 
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2i38. Suppose tLe law agent wore on a salary, 
whether do you think it more desirable that the salary 
should be fixed on the principle that he should pay into 
the department all the costs he recovered from the 
public, or that he should get a salary, and in addition 
get for himself the costs which be recovered in litiga- 
tion 1 — The proper pi incij>le would he that he sliouid 
account for the costs received into the office, and get 
his salary, the amount to be fixed by Government. 

243'J. The amount of costs would be diffeixjiit, of 
course, according to the amount of business douel — 
Quite so. 

2440. Putting aside personal considerations alto- 
gether — do you think a solicitor is more active and 
energetic in litigation when lie gets his ordinary costs 
in case of succeeding in the litigation, or if he is paid 
by a salary ? — I think that any solicitor holding his 
ollice during the pleasure of the Executive, having 
a'cgard to that fact, 1 c.uinot conceive his not perform- 
ing his duties as actively as if he were paid by costs. 

2441. You think it would bo better for the depart- 
ment that the solicitor should be paid by a regular 
salary, so that under all circumstances when necessary, 
the collectors might communicate with him, n.nd give 
liim information, and put him in motion? — Yes, and 
also the Collector-General to direct proceedings. There 
are jiroceeclings in bankruptcy, and other kind of pi'o- 
ccedings we have to take which arc exceedingly expen- 
sive, and the Collector General, by reason of the 
expense, is deterred fiom directing them. 

2442. Is tliei-o auy reason why there are fewer sum- 
monses now, during the last six or seven years, as 
compared with a foi iucr period 1 — No. I would say it i.s 
tlic other way. The amount to bo collected has been 
incr(^asing — for instimcc, the water rate. 

2443. iJo you thiuk that proceedings instituted in 
the Bankruptcy Court tC)]d to dimiiiisli the number of 
Bummoiises ? — No ; T think not. It is only when pro- 
ceeding by summons would be useless that I would 
have recoui-se to the Court of i3aiiki uptcy. 

2444. Mr, Buooks. — D o you agree with the col- 
lectors who hav(! here stat<^(l that iisany of the poorer 
ratepayers, who formei-ly paid their taxes, had an ex- 
aggerat(!d idea of the Collector-Goneral's powoi's, and 
tliat since they came to a knowledge that he could not 
distrain for small .s\im.s, they who formerly paid, now 
rel'use to ]>ay i — I think that is so. I think tliey 
know tlie law better now than they used to do, and 
every subterfuge is rcsoi-tod to, to evade paying the 
taxes. I have known instances where one member 
of a family is tenant, and another member of the 
family owner of the furniture. In that way we 
can do nothing. In some instances the person rated 
lives in an obscure part of the house, and lias the rest 
set. The furniture is, perhaps, covcivd by a bill of 
sah;. There are a variety of oases, owing princi|>ally 
to the want of our having power to seize goods on tlio 
pnimises, irrespective of ownership, in which the taxes 
arc in-actically irrecoverable. 

244.'). Do yon think that the Collector-General has 

exhibited an nndne amount of forbcaiauce? Oh, no, 

I do not, indeed. 

2446. You would recommend the summoning sliould 
bo of a moi'C s(!vei'c cliaractoi'? — When you say undue 
foi-bearance, it is plain that if there are several voars’ 
titxes in an-ear, that some ))crson must have exhibited 
forbeai'ance in the prosecution of legal proceedings for 
their enforcement ; \mt I am not to be imdej-stood for 
one moment as reflecting on the Collector-General. 

2447. Chaikmak, — A s I uiulerstaml, you sim])ly 

state as a fact that proceedings arc taken at a particular 
sra.son, and you consider it would bo desirable that 
they should be commenced at an earlier time? Yes. 

2448. Mr. Bkooks. — D oyouknowwhat reasons were 
gi)-en for enacting different power.s for Kathmiiics and 
Dublin as to the liability of premises? — The only rea- 
sons I can give are these, tliat one is a private Act, and 
the promoters of it, of course, gave the most stringent 
remedies they could for the enforcement of the rates, 
ajid probably the matter passed sub silenlio in Parlia- 


ment, as is often the case with these private and per- 
sonal Acts. 

2449. You heard the evidence of Mr. Pilkin^ton 
Do you agree with him, that the owners who receive 
rents equivalent to the valuation of their houses should 
he primarily liable, not finally? — I did not under- 
stand Mr. Pilkington to say the owner should bo pn. 
niarily liable. I thought it was the reveree of that, 

He said it was a gi'cat hardship to make the land- 
lord, who received no rent from the premiso.s, liable 
for the taxes ; but he also said the landlord who re- 
ceived the rent should be liable primarily. 

2450. Cjiaiu.m.an. — W hat I uiidoi-stood Mr. Pilkin"- 
ton to say was, that he made ceitain arrangements widi 
tenants by which he paid the rates? — I think it is e.-c- 
ceedingly doubtful that Parliament would so much 
change the liability as to shift it frem the oecu]>ier to 
the owner in all cases. 

24-51. Mr. Brooks. — They have done so in the 
liathmines Act. The premises are liable ! — In the 
event of default of distre.ss under the Kathmincs Act 
the owner is liable. 

2452. That is an entii-ely different question from 
the person pi-imarily liable? — The penson j>riinai-ily 
liable in Eathmines is the occupier. Under the Rath- 
mines Act, where the occupier makes default, and 
there is no sufficient distress on the premises, then the 
owner is liable, but that is not so in the city of Dubliu, 
I certainly think it would be a great iniiucement to 
collectors to be remiss in their duties if in every case 
thrsy could fiJl back on the owner. 

2453. Would you recommend that the landlord— 
the head landlord who rereived tlie rent should he 
finally liaMe for the taxes? — TJiere ciui be no doubt 
tiiat that would increase the amount of the collection 
of taxes in Dublin very much. 

'2454. Without doing an injustice to anybody? — I 
cannot go so far as that, because that would involve 
the question whether wo should be entitled to follow 
the property uj) to the fee for the recovery of the arrear 
of taxes, 

2-455, If the landlord had an annual bcue.lcial in- 
tercat? — J would not go that length. 

2456, CuAiRMAN. — You are aware that in a vast 
number of houses in Dublin the rent which the head 
landlord gets out of the place is by no means as imicli 
as the taxes payable on it? — On the question of distress 
of goods other than the pi'ojierty of the jierson by 
whom the taxes were due, I would not make the 
owner of an ordinary house personally liable for the 
rates; but the same object would be accomplished to 
a great extent if the goods on the promises were 
made liable to seizure irrespectivo of ownei-sliip, not 
only in respect of the taxes of the pci'son rated at 
the time, Imt also in the event of a change of occupancy. 

2457. Ill some houses, small tenements, they are 
not liable to distraint where the property is of less 
value than .£8? — In those cases where the rating Joes 
not exceed £8 it is the owner who is liable. At the 
present moment it is the owner, and not the occupier, 
who is liable. 

2458. The owner may be a man who is himself pay- 
ing a rent greater than the valuation? — Yes. 

2459, Is that the class of man you speak of? — The 
person that I think should be liable in that ca-se is the 
jiei'son who is the huidlonl of the man of straw. 

2-160. Therefore I want to know whether the land- 
lord should be finallv liable? — He ought, unques- 
tionably. 

2461. Every landlord receiving a rent equal to the 
valuation, in your opinion ought to pay the taxes? — 
Any person who receives a rent equivalent to the valu- 
ation of the premises ought to ho liable. 

24G2. In every case? — I don’t think it would be 
necessary to introduce a provision of that kind. The 
jiower of summary ilistiess would do everything re- 
quired. 

2463. Not with regard to tenement holdings?— 
But the question you put, as I understood it was, if 
did not apply to every class of case in Dublin, 
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'>464. In every case of a house where the nominal 
owner is not the real owner, and where there is an 
owner obtaining a rent equivalent to the valuation, I 
want to know whetlier the man who i-eceives that 
rent equivalent to the valuation, should not be liable 
to the taxes where they cannot be otherwise recoveredl 
—In niy opinion he should, and not only that, but 
the taxes in the class of houses you refer to ai-e prac- 
tically irrecoverable otherwise. 

2463. When you gave your previous answer it was 
pei'liaps from misuiidei-standiug the question which 
luay have been put obscurely? — You put it in a 
general way, applying it to all hereditaments in tlie 
city of Dublin. 

2406. Sometime ago you sued Mr. Graham Lemon? 
—Yes. 

3467. Do you remember the facts. of that case? — I 
ido • and I think Mr. Lemon was liardly dealt with 
W the comments in the papers. 

3468. Gan you give the Commissioners any infor- 
mation hi reference to that case which was commented 
ou by the papers, if it throws light on tliis inquiry? — 
Mr. Graham Lemon is the owner of very considei'able 
house property in the city of Dublin, and the amount 
of taxes, I cannot state the amount now exactly, 
hut I am sure it is not less probably than £500, 
between £400 and £500. I thhik Mr. MTntyre 
was the collector hi Mr. Lemon’s case, and Mr. 
M'Intvre took a vast deal of trouble to get informa- 
tion as to the occupation of the premises by Mr. 
Lemon’s tenants. The tenants in the great majoiity 
of cases held under written agreements, by which they 
were bound to pay the taxes in addition to Mr. 
I,emoii’s rent It was alleged that these agreements 
were fraudulent for the purpose of evading payment 
pf the rates ; that in reality Mr. Lemon was himself 
in receipt of the rents from the occupying tenant and 
that the person who was his tenant under this agree- 
ment was a kind of agent of his to get as much as he 
could out of the premises and pay the balance to Mr. 
Lemon. Mr. Lemon and Mr. MTiityi'e were at my 
office on several days in relation to these premises and 
I procured from Mr. MTntyre, who had Ms informa- 
tion from Mr. Lemon, from the tenants themselves 
and other sources, the real facts of each individual 
case. I was satisfied there was the gi-eatest possible 
difficulty in recovering from Mi-. Lemon in any of the 
cases, eventually Mr. Lemon stated he would be satis- 
fied witli anything I would do in the matter, and 
what I did was in a rough and ready way ; I said 
Mr. Lemon ought to pay one half the entii-e amount 
due. Mr. Lemon agi-eed to do that, and I made a 
report to that effect to the Collector-General, who, 
most properly as I think, directed that the opinion of 
counsel should be taken as to whether the proposition 
should be accepted. That was done, and counsel ad- 
vised that Mr. Lemon was liable for the entire amonnt 
claimed. The matter subsequently -\\'ent into the 
(.'(nu t of Common Pleas on a case stated by the divi- 
sional magistrate, and it was there decided tliat Mr. 
Lemon was not liable and the whole amount was 
lost. 

2409. Chairman. — The person who appeared in the 
rate book was Mr. Gi-aliam Lemon? — No ; the persons 
who appeared were generally speaking immediate les- 
soi-3 under the agreement, but the rate was amended 
by counsel’s dh-ection, making Mr. Lemon the imme- 
diate lessor. 

2470. Mr. Graham Lemon was not inoccupation? 
— No; the person who appeared on the rate book was 
the immediate lessor. 

2471. That immediate lessor was a man from whom 
the collector could recover nothing? — Yes; in point 
of fact he was only an agent and not the lessor ; Mr. 
Graham Lemon was tlie owner. The rating was 
amended by making Mr, Lemon the immediate lessor. 
Notice of the amendment was served on Mr. Graham 
Lemon and he did not appeal. Under these cir- 
cumstances the divisional magistrate decided that Mr. 


Graham Lemon was conclusively bound, but in a case 
stated the Common Plea.s reversed that decision. 

2472. Was the question of fact involved investi- 
gated before the magistrate at all?— The question of 
fact was never tried at all — the question of fact 
whether the immediate lessorwas only an agent. Ac- 
cording to the ruling of the magistrate Mr. Lemon 
was conclusively bound. I may state that he 
stated in the most positive manner, and swore to it in 
the police court, that these agreements were bona fide, 
and that in point of fact he had not received rent frem 
some of the premises. Taking Mr. Graham Lemon’s 
statement on the one hand, and the evidence procured 
by Mr. hITutyre on the other, I thought the offer to 
pay half the rates, extending over nearly six yeara, a 
fair proposition. 

2473. The only thing we have to do with that is 
simply as a test of the inconvenience of the present 
law. I presume your suggestion is that where houses 
are let in tenements, if the person not the immediate 
lessor is not a mark for the rates, you should have 
power to go to his landlord ?— Tlie suggestion I liave 
made to-day would meet that case. Mr. Gi-aliam 
Ijemon would unquestionably be liable then. 

2474. Mr. Murray. — Do you know what the value 
of these houses were? — Gencrallylknow the rents men- 
tioned appeared to be quite beyond the value of them. 

2475. Mr. Lemon’s is atypical case, inconsequence 
of the defective state of the law, that the rates out of 
such premises are practically irrecoverable?— Ye.s ; I 
would say so. 

2476. There is also a similar case of a person 
named Mahony in Wood-street?— There are a great 
number of cases similar to Mr. Lemon's. There was 
the case of a man named Wheatly and others, where 
the taxes were practically irrecoverable inconsequence 
of the deficient state of tlie law, 

2477. Mr. Brooks. — And evasions do occur in 
consequence of the defective state of the law ? — Fre- 
queiitiy, and large sums lost annually. 

2478. The deficiency in the collection in Dublin, 
as compared with the deficiency in the Rathmines dis- 
trict, is attributable to the differeuce in the state of 
the law ?— It is attributable to some extent to the 
law and to some extent to the difference in the class 
of tenants. The majority of houses in Bathmines are 
veiy superior as compared with Dublin. 

2479. But it is attributable in a great measure to 
the difference in tlie law? — In a great measure. 

Mr. Graham Lemon (addressiiigthc Commissioners). 

q have only to say, gentlemen, that I have not been 

paid my rent if the Collector-General was not paid the 
taxes. I think to ask me to pay the taxes where I was 
not paid my rent would not be fair. 

2480. Chairman.— T think that Mr. hlooney has 
stated that. 

Mr. G. ZemoK.— These agreements were all ex- 
liibited both to the Collector-General and to Mr. 
Mooney. 

Mr. Moo?iey.— They were. There were some other 
suggestions sent to Government in the report I made to 
the Collector- General ill the end ofl875, and probably 1 
maymeutiou them shortly. The first is that the office of 
the Collector-General itself is not a coi-porate office, and 
all proceedings are abated in tbe event of the death of 
the CoDector-Gcueral. In consequence of the death of 
the late Mr, Staunton all the bonds of tlie ofiicei-s ui 
the department, and their sureties, had to be can- 
celled, and new bonds executed. All proceedings 
then pending were abated, and we had to com- 
mence de novo. That was one of the matters dealt 
, with in the bill before you. There is a certain power 
of amendment, but an exceedingly limited one, given 
to the Collector-General under xhe Rates Act. In a 
case we had against the Alliance Gas Company the 
question turned on whether the Collector-General, in 
cases where a party ought to be rated but had not been 
rated, whether the Collector-General was entitled by 
law to amend the rating and make the party liable 
who ought to be rated. It was decided in that case 


Mr. Mnoney. 
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there was iiosuch power, ami set eral tliousaud potimls 
were lost. The Alliance Gas Company had not paid 
rates for years. The Court decided they were liable, 
but the Collector-General having no power of amend- 
ment of that kind, the ratef? were lost. 

2481. CuArRMAX. — Is there not some provision in 
the Act in reference to amendments in the rate-book. 
This is it, the Gist section : — 


tor-Guneral may from ti 
Ills Act, liy inaortUijf then 
ititlod to li.ave his name f 


“Be it enaetcii, that the Cullcf 
time amend any rate, by virttic of t 
name of any person claiminjt and ci 

as owner and occupier, nr by inserlin;' therein the name of any pe 
*on who ought to Iiave been rated, or by striking out the mime 
any person wlio ouglit not to Iiave been rated, or by raising or t 
iluciiig the sum at u-hieh any person lias been rated, if it appears 
him that such person has been under-rated or over-rated tliroui 
clerical errors, or by malting sueli other amemlinenls tlicrein as w 
make sueli rate eonforinable to this Act," &c. 


Yon see that gives tin imlimited power? — It -wan de- 
cided in the E.xchequcr, in the case of “ Moylaii v. tlie 
Gas Company,” that in cases where from omission 
either in the valutitioii de])artinent, or by accident 
where the tenement was omitted, that there was 
no power whatever to rate a party. 

2482. 'J.1iat is where the tenement itself did not 
appear 1 — Yes. 

2483. In that case the power of amendment was 
controlled? — In that ciuse the valuation deportment 
sent ns a valuation after the rate was struck on the 
1st January, observing that it should have been done 
before, the Gas Comjiany having escaped for a great 
number of years. After' the 1st of Jaainary the valu- 
ation was sent us, and the Collector-General rated the 
Gas Company on this valuation, and rated them back 
for several years, but the Court of Exchequer decided 
in that case there was no power whatever to do so, 
although holding at the same time that the Gas Com- 
pany were liable to the taxes. 

2484. Mr. Murray.— D o you mean that the Col- 
lector-General cannot receive an amended rate of the 
valuation? — Not after the 1st Januarj', after he has 
struck the rate. 

2485. Do you thoik the law in that respect requires 
amendment? — I do, I think on its being ascertained 
from any cause that a party should be rated, that on 
such fact being ascertained, that the Collector-General 
should have power to impose the rate. In the case of 
“ Moylaii V. the Port and Docks Board,” another point 
tunie<l up to which I am about to refer. There are 
three valuations. First the original valuation 
made by the officer of the valuation department, then 
the revised valuation on an appeal being made to the 
Commissioner of Valuation, and thii-dly a finally re- 
vised list. The list does not become a “ finally 
revised list" until twenty-one days after piiblica- 
tion made by the guardians. It was decided in 
“Moylaii V. the Port and Docks Board,” tliat the 
Collector-General could not act on anything but the 
finally revised list, and it is not a finally revised list 
until the ajipeals are disposed of. In that particular 
case, the valuation came in to the Collector- 
General late in the year, some time in the month of 
November. The Port and Docks Board appealed 
from that, and the question arose whether this was a 
finally revised list. It was decided by the Court of 
Exchequer that it was not, and the money wa.s accord- 
ingly lost. That applies to all new ratings, to every 
new rating during the year, because they don’t go in to 
the j)oor law unions until November or December 
and if cither the twenty-one days’ notice published has 
not exjiii-ed before the 1st of January, or an appeal is 
pending, any alteration made by the Commissioners 
of Valuation cannot he acted on. 

2486. The whole thing falls through ^ Yes 

2487. OnAiim,™.— In the bill jon prepared and 
sent to Government did you provide a remedy for 
that? — Yes. 

2488. Mr. JIurray.— T he result would be that any 
new property built that year escapes being r.atcd the 
valuation not being complete?-- Yes; or in fact any 
I>roporty the valuation of which is altered 


2489. CiiAiRJiAX. — But as regarded property altered 

in valuation, cannot the Collector-Gcneial, iji makin 
out the assessment, go on the old valuation?-! 
He can, no doubt, go on the old valuation. The 7th 
clause of tlie bill, prepared by the Concctor-Genera! 
and forwarded to Government, provides for the case'of 
the lists not being final at the time the assessment is 


2490. Chairuait. — T here is a question on another 

matter tliat I would wisli to ask you. You have 
told u.s that it was in accordance with the opinion of 
eminent counsel, given from time to time, that it has 
been held tliat the salary payable to the Collector 
General— namely, £800 a year, and law costs and 
pensions, can be thrown on the rates, over’ and 
above tlie two and a half per cent, allowed fur the 
maintenance of the office. Now do you know what 
was the basis of that opinion, was it that the two and 
a half per cent, should be extended ovei- all these jiay- 
ments as fai- as it should go, and then if there was a 
deficiency that they should go to the general account 
01 ' was it on the principle that it was not contemplated 
by the Act that these pai-ticular expenses should be 
paid out of the two and a half 2 >er cent.?— I think it 
was not contemplated by the Act that it shoulil be paid 
out of the two and a half per cent,, but that the 
Collector-General, before ajiportioniug the siuplus te 
the different l)oards, I think he should pay, so ikr as 
the two and a half per cent, would go, his own salaiv 
out of it. ^ 

2491. Mr. Murray. — I do not understand what 
objection you have to extend the proposed alteration 
of the law to barrack houses ? — I have no obj ection in 
the world. It would certainly enable a much larger 
sum to be collected in the city of Dublin if it were. 

2492. Is it not the case that in houses above that 

class the tenants leave before tlie year is up ? Yes. 

2493. Even though tlieypay their rents? — Ye.s; but 
I propose that the rates then due sliould become a 
charge on the subsequent occupier, and then he would 
be able to deduct tlic amoimt from his landlord, and 
in that way we would bo making the landlord liable, 
and by making all the property on the premises, even 
tliat of the subsequent tenant, liable to distress. 

2494. CiiAiRiiAN.- And that would have the 
advantage of being the same as the poor law ?— Yes. 

2495. Mr. Brooks. — Mr. Lemon is here, aiidhaving 
afforded us his explanation concerning the unfortunate 
loss he sustained tlirough those tenants, perhiqis he 
would be pleased also to have the opportunity of inform- 
iug us what were the peculiar circumstances under 
which those tenants remained so many years in those 
houses and paid liim no rent. 

Mr. Lemon. — I would be most happy, With regard 
to Clarke, he had this place since 1868'to 18G9, and at 
the beginning of liis tenancy he paid liis rent well, and 
I believed he paid his taxes also. He had gathered up 
as much money at one time as would pay all his taxes 
and all his rent too, and he gave it to his wife to 
keep for him and she lost it. She has been in a lunatic 
asylum ever since, and he took to his bed, and has lieen 
lying off and on in bed for three years. I did not 
wish under such circumstances to put him and his 
children out on the streets when he was so jioorly as 
this, and therefore I lost my rent. In the case of 
Whately, I have his matter in the hands of my .soli- 
citor at present, inasmuch as lie owes me £292 for 
rent, of which I cannot get one shilling fi.'oni hiin. 
The majority of my tenants, who are over and above 
one hundred, are well-doing, industrious, and, generally 
speaking, jirosperoiis people, over eiglity pei' cent. ffC 
them ; and I say that, strictly in accordance with facts. 

I have very few tenement houses compamtively speak- 
ing. The class of tenants I have are generally shop* 
keepers— people of that class— industrious hard-wort- 
ing people, who are generally doing pretty well. I have 
only two tenements, and the people I have— in the same 
way as in the case of Clarke and Wliately, who are the 
only two I may say I have— I mn getting rid of them 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 


108 


as fast ^ I 

as I can get rW of tlieni. 

<>490. Ghaiumas. — Hov.- do these tenants hold, Mi\ 
Lemon— ai-e they yearly tenants ? — They hold from 

1859- 

3497. Is it as tenants from year to year or have 
tljey leases 1— One of them took the place as a yearly 
temvut and another took it for tliree yeare. I think 
in the absence of the agreement that is correct. 
Wliately took the place for three years, and Clai-ke as 
a yearly tenant, I think. 

'2498. How much rent is due on the houses, are 
there two or three years 1 — Tliere are ; but, as I have 
loUl vou, I am getting rid of them. 

2199. You can get rid of them by ejectment you 
1 — ^That is tlie way I am doing it. 

2000. Mr. Bkooks. — I understand, Mr. Lemon, 
that you were not anxious to lay a distress on these 
people, and from benevolent motives you allowed tliem 
to remain there 1 — Up to the present time ; but now 
the matter is in the hands of my solicitoi-. 

2501. You see your benevolence in this case leads, 
unrortuiiatcly, to a great loss of the rates in the city ? 
__It was no motives of benevolence so far as Whately 
was conoerned, for he would not pay it. 

2502. Mr. Mukkay. — W hat is the rent Clarke is 
jxiyiiigl — Ho was to pay £61 a year, but he never 
paid more than £40. 

2503. Is that the annual rent on his house? — He 
has three houses, and 1 have only about £9 on each of 
the places. 

2504. What is the valuation of them? — They are 
valued at £27, and I get about £40 from him. 

2505. And tlie rent you say was £60, the rent lie 
should have paid ? — When I gave him the houses they 
were in very good oi'der, and they ought to have 
brought £60 a yeai' and paid him a good profit too. 
They arc all down in valuation now, he allowed them 
to ran down to nothing. 

2506. Is the rent more tlian double the valuation? 
—Not at all. 

2507. You say the rent is £60 1 — At first it was 
£60, but he never paid it. 

2508. Chaiusian. — And has he not paid any of the 
£40 for the last two years? — Not a shilling. 

2509. Has he paid you nothing for tlie last two 
years ?— Nothing for the last two yeara. The man is 
not able. 

2510. Mr. Brooks.-— What is Clarke, is lie a shop- 
keeper ? — He is a boot mid shoe maker, and he has the 
thiuc houses. 

2511. Why should you leave three or four houses 
in the possession of a man who pays you nothing ? — 

I am wiser now than I was before. 

Mr. Muoney. — There is one matter connected with 
my evidence perhaps you will allow mo to correct. 

2512. Chaikiian. — Cei-tauily; whatisit? — Istated 
tliat the summonses were never commenced until 
autumn ; that is so with a few exceptions. There are 
some of the. collectors that occasionally send in a list 
during the course of the summer or early part of the 
yeai'. I mention this lest tlicy sliould tliink there 
was a rellection on tliem. 

Mr. Arthur Cleary, b.l. — As I happened to be the 
counsel in the case in which Mr. Lemon is concerned, 
I would wish briefly to state what occurred lest there 
should be any forgetfulness as regards the facts. I 
will attend before yon, sir, at a later period of the in- 
quiry to give evidence ; hut now I would merely wish to 
state why I advised kliat this compromise should not 
be accepted by the Collectoi’-General on the facts of the 
case as jiroved before Mr. Woodlock, and stated under 
Ills hand in a ease to the Common Pleas. 

2513. Chairman. — I do not know that it is neces- 
sary for Mr. Cleary to give any explanation, and I am 
not sure that your doing so would not be travelling 
outside the duties of the Commissioners. The only 
business the Commissioners have to do, with regard to 
Mr. Lemon’s case, is to ascertain tlie nature of a cer- 
tain class of iiouses at present existing in Dublin, with 


which the existing law cannot gmpple, and it seems ./iin. 
to me to show that it is necessary, if the rates are to 
be collected from houses of this class that some change 
must be made in the law. But I do not think it 
would be in our province to go beyond that inquiry. 

Mr. Cleary. — Y'hat 1 propo.se to do will not carry 
you beyond that. I take it that the important prin- 
ciple of the Commission is to inquire whether the 
Collector-General sliould, under any and wliat circum- 
stances, have the power to compromise the rates at all. 

My advice was given under these circumstances: — I 
ajipeared against Mr. Lemon before Sir. ‘Woodlock, 
and we obtained a decree against him for certain rates. 

Mr. I-emon announced his intention to appeal, but he 
did nut appeal, and afterwards the case was laid before 
me to give an opinion as to whethor 1 would recom- 
mend the Collector-General to accept a compromise for 
half the i-ates. I gave my opinion, %vliicli is in writing, 
to Uie effect that, having regard to the fact that Mr. 
Woodlock liad decided that Mr. Lemon was liable for 
the rates, 1 conceived it would be a most dangerous 
thing for any olficial occupying a public position to 
take less than whs legally due from any ratepayer, 
unless he was able to state ujion wh-at ground he did 
so, such as the poverty of tlie party, the non-occupancy 
of the premises, or the such like. htr. Lemon was 
well able to pay the rates. If he was legally liable he 
ought to pay the whole of them, and if lie was not le- 
gally liable he ought not to be niudo pay the half of 
them. 

2514. Chairman. — And I say myself, both as a 
Commissioner and a lawyer, that I entirely agree witli 
your opinion, Mr. Cleary. 

Mr. Cleary. — As regards the other matter, I wish 
to state that I appeared for the Collector-General in 
the three cases in wliich the houses were valued — one 
at £8, the second at £9, and the tliird at £9, as ap- 
pears in the case stated by Mr. Woodlock. • 

2515. Chairman. — Would your statement, Mr. 
Cleary, go beyond what is stated in the case by Mr. 
Woodlock in any way ? — I tliink not, except in one 
point. I think it right that the facts should go before 
the public as they were exactly proved. An agree- 
ment was produced by which a jiorson named Clarke 
agreed to pay for these three houses, rated at £23, and 
all the taxes. The taxes would be about £10 a yeaiy 
so that Clarke would have agreed to pay £73 a year 
for i>rcmises that wore rated at £23. Mr. Lemon 
himself was placed in the box, and was cross-examined 
by me, and he stated that tliat was a Iona fide agree- 
ment entered into with Claike ; and he uLo stated 
this— I do not know whether his memory enables him 
to recollect it now or not — that Clai-ko had paid all ex- 
cept one year’s lent. 

Mr. Lemon. — No, no. 

Mr, 67e<M7/.— Yes— this you will see in tlie_ ease 
stotedby Mr. Woodlock. The way it was was this : — 
Ghirkc,'at that time, was not rated sis the owner. 
When he produced tlie rate book— it had been amended 
a considerable time before, of which amendment Mr. 
Lemon had notice — and when it was pi-oduced Mr. 
Lemon appeared as owner on the rate book under the 
amendment, and tlie magistrate, Mr. Woodlock, held 
that Jlr. Lemon, having had notice of the amendineiit 
and not having appealed, he was bound by it. How- 
ever, when the case was taken to the Common Pleas, 
the judges of that court differed with the views taken 
by tlie magistrate, and reversed the decision. 

Mr. Acotow. — ^\V hat was the date of the amendment 1 

2516. Chairman.— This does not seem to be a 
matter very material to the Commission. Mr. 
Cleary Iras now made his statement, and the only 
difference there seems to bo between Mr. Cleary and 
Mr. liemon is tliat Mr. Lemon says there was more 
than one year’s rent due, while Mr. Cleary says there 
was only one. Now, for our purposes that is imma- 
teriivl. Wc only want to know the fact, that there are 
coidaiu premises from which rates sliorrld be got but 
were not, and the question is, what remedy is there 
for that state of things ? 
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Mr. Cleary . — I should like you had Mr. Woodlock’s 
case before you. 

2517. Chairman. — Well, Mr. Cleaiy, if you are 
going to offer yourself as a witness at a later period of 
the inquiry, you can hand in the case as part of your 
evidence. 

Mr. Cleary . — Very well. 


Mr. Mooney.~l hope Mr. Cleaiy won’t understaiiJ 
that I made any complamt about him. 

Mr. Cleary . — Certaifily not. 

Mr. Mooney . — I was asked to give a liistorv of Mr 
Lemon’s case, and I did it as best I could. 

The Commission then adjourned until Werlnesday 


Fifth Day. — Wednesday, January 9, 1878. 

Present Hugh Holmes, Esq., q.c. ; Maurice Brooks, Esq., m.p, ; Herbert H, Murray, Esq. ; and 
Alfred J. Phipps, Esq, ; together with Thomas Browning, Esq., Secretixry. 


Mr. Taiffo, 


Mr. hi. P. Taaffe, examined. 


2518. Chairman. — Mr. Taaffe, have you got the 
banlc book yeti 

Mr. Taa£e . — I have not. I was Just explaining to 
Mr. Phipps that I made inquiry at the Bank of Ire- 
land, and tliey said it would be impossible to get it 
finished before the end of the week. 

Chaieuan. — The Commissionei-s were of opinion 
that one of our number should go to the Bank him- 
self and .sec the bank book and account, and as Mr. 
Plii])ps was good enough to do that, he will now state 
tlie result of his inspection. 

Mr, Phipps. — On inquiry at tlie bank, of the Ac- 
countant-General, I found even the banlc book in 
arrear, and that the bank authorities are now 
making it up for the whole year. The Collector- 
General, it appears, ha.s been in the practice of a-«ilrinff 
for the bank pass-book only once a year, and that at the 
close of tlie year ; but Avhilo I was at the bank I also 
inspected the accounts of the Gcnei-al Fund and the 
office account, and I found with regard to the year 
187G, tliat there wa.s a balance at tlie close of the year 
of £16,079 Os, 5d. on the General Fund Account. 

I also found tliat that balance was not paid over 
to the respective Boards of Commissioners until 
the 8th of January, 1877. Therefore, it is perfectly 
clear that at the close of the year 1876 there was 
a considerable amount of money in the liands of 
the Collector-General, and that no cash balance appeai-s 
iu_ the report made by him. That £16,079 Os 5rf. 
is included in the sums collected, and it appears also to 
have been allocated to the respective boai-ds. Now, 
as a princi]>le of account, I consider that tliat sum of 
money is not dealt with in a 2 ^t-oper maimer — that 
the account to 31st of Deeemher, 1876, should in- 
clude the actual transactions within tlie year, and that 
any balance not allocated cei-tainly should appear as 
bidance in the hands of the Collector-General, I 
think it right to state my opinion on this matter, and 
I am quite sure the Commissioners will agree with me 
on that iioiiit. With regard to tlie year 1877, al- 
though we are not yet in possession of the hank pass- 
book, which is iiroiuLsed to us by the end of the week, 

I find from the liaulc ledger that the cash received on 
account of the rates up to the 31st of December, 1877, 
amounts jto £254,502 Is. lOd— thatouthe Istof Jan- 
uary, 1878, there appeal's to have been paid into the 
bank a sura of £9,050 ISs. That, I take it, is the 
casli received by the Collector-General on the last day 
of the year 1877 ; and I think we ought to ask the 
Collector-General wliy that sum was not paid into the 
bank at tlie close of that day. 

2519. Chairman,— M r. Moylan, it appears that the 
lai-ge sum of £9,050 IS«. was paid into the bank on the 
1st of January of this year. We gatlier from the evi- 
dence that you gave yourself, and that some of the 
collectors gave, that tliat large sum must liave been 

collected on the 31st December, 1877 is that sol 

Yes. 

Jlr. Taafle — Tliere was .some of that received on 
tlie 1st of Jiinuai'y, 1878. The bank is closed at three 


o’clock, and the 31st of December — the last day of the 
year on which rates ai'e received — is one on which an 
enormous sum of money is received, oiviug to a prac- 
tice of the citizens, or, I should say, owing to a prac- 
tice of the office in allowing it, and it cannot be lodged 
that day before the bank closes. The practice is to 
include that collection of (L e 31st of December in the 
previous year’s collection, is it could not be lodged be- 
fore the bank hour on the 31st of December. “ 

2520. Mr. Piiirps. — Could you not have ascertained 

the total of tlie cash received say at two o’clock in the 
day, and have got that portion into the bank account 
on the 31st? — Yes, by sto^ipiug the collection. 

2521. Now, whei-e was that large sum of money on 
the night of the 31st of December, 1876 ?— The portion 
of that sum of money that was received direct in the 
office was locked up in the safe. 

2522. In the custody of the Collector-Genoi-aU— 
Yes; and the portion received by the collectoi-s was 
in their own custody. 

Collector-General— 1% was in a safe of which I Lad 
the key. It did not come into my hands at all. 

2523 It is a lai-ge sum of money to have in a safe 
Adding the £9,059 18s. to the £264,503 Is. lOrf we 
ixrriveattlie total of £263,653 19s. 10t/.,andIfindfrom 
the ledger in the bank that the amount paid over to 
the boards prior to the 31st of December, 1876 was 
£245,688 16s. M. The diffei-enee between these two 
sums is £17,864 3s. 6c?., and on inquiiy I find tliat 
that sum has not yet been allocated to tlie respective 
Boards and Commissionei-s. My question now is will 
that sum be included in the accounts of 1877 ? Cer- 

tainly. 

2524. Then my opinion is that tliat sum should be 
excluded from the accounts of 1877, and that the 
account should show the actual balance, verified by the 
hauls book, on the 31st December, 1877. Do you 
agree with me gentlemen in that ? 

Chairman. — Certainly. 

Mr. Taafe.—l{ that large sum of £17,864 3s. 5d. 
is not to be included in the accounts for the year 1 877, 
certainly the amount transferred on the 8tli or 9th of 
January, 1877, ought to go to the credit of that yeai', 
and not to the credit of the year 1876 as it did go. 

Mr. Phipps, — I am speaking now of the principle 
of accounts. Balances in hand should apjiear as 
balances and should be vei-ified by the bankbook. 

Chairman. — It ajipears to me that the system that 
exists in the office is that you have always been in the 
habit for years back of not showing an account aa 
stated on the 31st December eacli year, but taking 
into that account something that came in later ; and 
of course in any office which jiurported to give an 
account of the business of a certain year, it should he 
stilted in the accounts tlie amounts actually received 
within that year. 

Mr. Taaffe . — But you don’t take me as apiiroving 
of tlie system of accounts in the Collector-General’s 
office. I entirely disapprove of tJiem. I don’t defend 
them at all. I only teU you udiat actually occurred. 
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Jlr. Phipps. — We have been inquiring into the amount returned by the auditor. The amount which /an », late, 

condition of the General Fund. I will now say a appears to have been on hand was £7 or £8 more than 

few words in reference to the of6.ee account, I speak what the auditor said the Collector-General had, and! 

not having in my possession the bank book. I found have been unable to trace that £7 or £8. 

that the balance at the close of the year 1876 was 2534. Thatis, that that was £7 or £8 more than. 

£1 150 9s- 9d., that of course is the hank balance, you ought to have 1 — Yes. 

The Collector-General’s balance may differ from that 2536. Assuming that the auditor’s account is cor- 
by any outstanding cheques, tliat is to say, cheques rect? — Yes. 

that ai'e not presented at that date for payment. Now, 2536. Then not being able to reconcile the account 
on referring to the Collector-General’s report for 1876, of 1875, you are notable to reconcile the account of 

I find that tliere is no balance struck on the office 1876? — Certainly not, nor has it been up to the 

account, that the short statement at page thirteen present moment. 

merely shows the items of expenditxire. In reference 2537. Then is your explanation this, that £7 or £8 
to 1875 I find that it is stated in a similar manner, was dropped out of the account of the Collector- 
In 1874 I find at page thii-teen of the repoit what is General as returned to the auditor? — Yes. I have 
called a balance sheet ; I shall call it a cash account, been unable to trace it. I endeavoured to do so, but 
and that cash account appears to show the balance at never could trace it since. 

the commencement of tbe yeai’, and the amounts re- 2538. Were the accounts kept in the office in such 
ceived from the several boards in tlie shape of per a way that it would be possible at all to trace it ? — I 
cent on the collection; and the credit side shows the don’t believe they were. 

disbursements and balance in hand at the close of that 2539. And therefore it arises from the way in which 
year. Now I have no means of testing the balance tlie accounts were kept that an eiTor of that kind was 
which appeai-s in the bank ledger, amounting to found, and the source of it could not be discovered, 

£1,150 9s. 9d,for the Collector-General appears to and you were obliged to withhold the information yon 
iiave dropped the debtor and creditor statement and gave before ? — ^Yes. 

to have adopted mei-ely a statement of expenditure, 2540. Mr. Phipps. — R everting to the bank-book, 
that is to say, no balance aptjeais in the statement I find from inquiry at the bank that the bank pass- 
publislied in the report. I think we ought to ask the book of the office account, as in the case of the 
Collector-General to explain the reason of tliat. general account, is in arrear for the whole year 

2525 . Chaiemax. — Mr. Moylan you have heai’d what of 1877. I have seen the bank account in tlie Bank 

Mr. Phipps has told us as the result of his examina- ledger, and I have also seen the Collector-General’s 
tiou of these reports, and can you explain how it is cheques for the whole of that year. Now it appears 
that the reports of 1876 and 1875 differ from that of to me that the clieques being in the possession of the 
1874 in not showing a debtor and creditor account? Bank of Ireland, not one of these cheques has 
—I thought it was represented in the same way. been marked off with the cash entries in the Collector- 

2526. Who is it that makes out these accounts for General’s office — is that so ? — It is. 

The lii’st clerk. 2541. And that being the case, and assuming there 

2527. After the accounts are made out by the first was a forgery committed on you, you would not he 

clerk who revises them before they are published in able to detect it? — Certainly not. We get the cheques 
the re))ort ? — They are submitted to me. at the end of the year and check them. 

2528. And altliougli tliev are submitted to you you 2542. It is a very dangerous practice to allow your 

lue uot aware that that cliange was made in the form cheques to remain in the banker’s hands and not give 

of the report for 1875, as compiired with the report yourselves the means of marking off the cheque-book ; 
in the year 1874?— Yes, I recollect; what are the because some forgeries are so easily effected. Take 
I'vouiids. now, for instance, a cheque for £6, £7, £8, or £9, 

2529. Do you remember yourself what the ground what is more easy than converting the £6 cheque 

of the change was? — Yes ; 1 recollect that Mr. Taaffe into £60, by adding a 0; the £7 into £70 ; the £8 
snggeste'd this. into £80; or the £9 into £90. Therefore the Col- 

Mr. Taafe. No, no. lector-Geiieral, I think, has left himself open to the 

2530. Chairman. — You can explain it by and by, risk of forgery by not mai-king ofi’ his cash-book. 

Ml'. Taaffe. (To Collector-General).— Do you know 2543. Chairman (to Mr. Taaffe).— Yon say that is 
why the change was made, for you know you were done every year. Do you get up your cheques at the 
I'csponsible for it?— I forget exactlywhyit was made, end of every year?— Wedo, 

to keep the accounts square. 2544. And do you then mark off the cheque.s with 

• 2531. How would omitting a debtor and creditor the entries in the ledger ? — We do. 
statement keep tlie accounts squaie, how did that Mr. Phipps.— There is no reason why they should 
effect it ?— Can you explain, Mr. Taaffe ? not be mai-ked off at least once a week. 

Mr. Taafe. The reason of the thing was this : 2545. Chairman. — At the time you mark off the 

when I became chief clerk I went to ]->repare the cheques do you mark them coteniporaneously with 
report from the figures of tiie Collector-General from the entries in the ledger ? — Every cheque is checked 
1875, and I found I could not reconcile the figures of off. 

£1,023 13s. 2(Z. ^vith the amount returned as the 2546. You post from the cheque and not from the 
balance of the account by the auditor. I consulted block ? — Yes. 

51r. Hanlon, my predecessor, as to whether he could Mr. Phipps. — In the case of an account in au 
give any explanation of the difference and I foxmd he office where the business is extensive — I will take 
could not. I then mentioned to the Collector-General the case of my own office, the Irish Church Tem- 
that I was unable to make out the balance of the poralities Commission, where the accounts are 
account of 1875 with the sum in 1874, and he directed extensive— in that case the receipts in the bank-book 
me to omit it. we marked off every day, and the orders ]ia^mble ai'e 

2532. And from that time have you been ever able marked off with the registry comspouding witli them, 

to reconcile it ? Never. also daily. We find it is absolutely necessiu-y we should 

2533. And is there any prebable explanation of it ? perform that work daily, for when I first went to that 
—The only explanation I can give is that "some item Commission I found in tlie first year of my service 
must liave dropped out of the Collector-General’s tliere, that the differences between the cash appearing 
account which I have been unable to trace, and I have in tlie cash-book and the cash in the Bank-book 
been in daily exjicctatioii that when fJie auditor looks were to be accounted for by 1,100 items. Therefore 
into the present year lie will be able to set the matter the balances were considerable. I would strongly 
right The account of 1875 was prepared in 1876, advocate to have tlienj checked off daily. 

and when T came to prepai-e the report 1 was unable Collector-General. — That can be done. 

to reconcile the amoiint found in this report witli the 2547. Cuaieuan. — J in Moylan has handed to me. 
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COLLECTION OF RATES INQUIRY. 


Jan. 9. lf>78. 


Mr, Taaffc. 


in purauance to tiie requisition we furnished him with, 
an approximation of the amounts i-eceived by the office 
receiver in the office for the years 1876 and ] 875. It 
is stated in that return that in the year 187G the 
amount received by the office receiver was £79,341 
I8«. 8^d. directly in the office from tlie public ; and in 
1875 the amount was £81,473 ]7s. 3d. I see, Mr. 
Moj'Iaii, that you call this an “ appi't,iximatioii” of the 
amounts. Are those sums not the actual amounts re- 
ceived during those years ?— Yes ; they are the actual 
amounts. 

3548. So then I presume the woixl “approxima- 
tion” comes in there through inadvertence. It should 
be the amount l eceived? — That is the wav it was made 
out! 

2549, Were these amounts talren from yourniiiuite 
book, going tlmmgii it for each dayof theWl— 
Tliey were taken from a cash book in M!r. ’Taaffe’s 
office coiresjionding to mine. 

2650. I was luidei' the inijnession that there was no 
wish book kept 1—1 think that ought to he set i-ight. 

2551. Mr. Pnim (to Mr, Taaje ). — Yon have an 
abstract book of receijits, although no cash book sliows 
the receipts daily 1 — The clerk in the office, the mo- 
ment he receives payment from the public, entei-s it in 
the book which lie has, whieit is posted for tlie day. 

2552. Can we get tliat book before us? — Yos, I 
brought down a sample book (produced). 

2553. CinimMA:!? (to Collector-General] Had yon 

this chocked off in the book Mr. Taaffc 'sjiealcs of 1— 
I had not time to do it. 

I have now in my hand two lettcra whicli Mr. Moy- 
lan handed in to me for the pnrpo.se of coiTcctin'' a 
portion of the evidence whicli he gave on Monday. 
He stated then that he had no recollection of any coi'- 
rospondence with the Government in reference to tho 
mode of appointing collectors of rates. He has now 
liaiidod in a letter dated the 4tli of December, 1870, 


from his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, in the fol- 
ioM’ing words ; — 

“Dublin Castle, 4th December, I 87 (;. 

“ Sib,— W ith reference to your letter of the 30th ultimo, respert- 
iiig the qualifications of caudid.ites for llieofiicoof collecler of rates. 
I am directed by the Lord l.iciiteiiimt to state that his Graoe i, 
opinion that they alioiild undergo an examination witli a view ii, 
. 1 ,— u.-o.-.,.,- hograpliy, ami kiioivledgo of accounts- 


for t 


d that h 


Grace would beglai 
examination. - 


I Grace will, theridore, endeavour to make am 
iiinatioii of the persons who may be nominated to (ilftlie 
e.-! whicli uoiv exist. Previous, however, to cominuai- 
Civil Service Commi.ssioners on the .subject, his 
iuggcstioiis which you inayde- 




e and extent 

“Ubsut Kouissd 


On the same tlate there is this reply from Mr, Moy- 
lan : — 

“43, I'leet-street, 4th December, 1676. 
“Stn,— I h.-ive tlie honor to acknowledge the receipt of vour 
letter of this day's date, and in reply to state tliat I am of opinion 
that an examinntion by ihe Civil Service Commissioners of candi- 
dates for the i»sition of Collectors of Uates, is entirely uancccssarv 
The acquiremcnis iiocessary arc so limited, that I liave no hcsilatioii 
in saying that my certificate of oowiictcncy ought to be sullicieiit 
The delay in filling the two vaciiiicies which would be caused hi- 
the emu-se suggested, would be attcmled with very considerable Iom 
to the rates (two districts of the city being now' practically uiicul- 
Iccted), and my desire that the largest possible .addition sbuuW be 
made to the amounts already placed to the credit of the various 
boards, makes it imperative that I should urge on his Grace tlial. 

appointments should be made as soon as possible. I am, sir vour 

obedient servant, 

“ Dbnis Moyi.ax, Collector-General, 
“Ileni-y Robinson, Esq., &c., &c., 

“Dublin Castlo." 


Mr. Phipps. — What is undei-stood by knowledge of 
accounts? Does tliat include what is knon'ii as book- 
keeping ? — Yes. Immediately after that two gentle- 
men were appointed that were very competent in 
discharging the duties of colleetoi-s to my satisfactiou— 
Mr. Buckley and Mr. Eustace. They are the twu best 
who have been appointed since I came there. 


Mr. Charles Hexry Haslon examined. 


2564. CiiAiRiiAb'. — Mr. Hanlon, how long were you 
iu the office of the Collector-General of Rates in Dub- 
lin ? — I may say before it was opened. 

2555. At all events you were there since it com- 
menced ? — Since it opened. From the very day before 
it was opened, 

2550. I presume you mean you were iu one of tho 
offices, the business of which was transferred to the 
Collector-General of Kates before the depaitmeiit was 
completed? — I was lent, if I may say so, to Mr. 
Staunton, myself and two other gentlemen in the 
office were lent for three mouths jirovions to the com- 
mencement of the operations, so that wo might be 
l>i-eparing books for the commencement of the office. 

3557. In what office were you before that? — I was 
in the Police Tax office, 

2558. What position did you hold in the office of 
tho Collector-Geueral of Rates ? — I held tlie position of 
clerk immediately next to my brother, who was chief 
clerk under Mr. Fagan,au old commissiariat officer, who 
conducted the business of the Police Tax office in such 
an admirable manner that Mr. Staunton, from the 
charaelor of the office, immediately visited us. It 
formed a sort of unofficial connexion, or whatever you 
may call it, and he asked us all to go over. 

2.550. Who was tlie conductor of the Collcctor- 

tleucral of Rates’ office when it was established? 

Michael Staunton. 

2560, What jiosition did you hold immediately after 
the establishment of that office? — I never held auy 
(irouoimced appointment in it. 

2561, I pre.sume you received a salary while vou 
were there ? — I did. 

2562, What were your duties while you were iu tho 


office? — My duties while I was there were chiefly con- 
nected with the allocation of moneys collected. I 
never had anything to do with the books. Mr. Staun- 
ton did all that himself. My entire duty was to see 
tliat the moneys coUected were properly allocated to the 
parties for whom they were collected. I had the 
management of the collectors, that is, to see that they 
got their books iu in-ojier time, and tbe general duties 
connected with the preparation for a new collection ; 
and I also had the general management of the place 
witliout the charge of any accounts wliatever, only to 
see that the moucys were collected, and that the 
ledgers were posted from the day ledgei-s given iu. 

2563. Mr. Piiipps. — Be good euought to inform ux 
as to the manner iu whicli the allocation was effeeted, 
the process you went through in order t-o declare tlie 
sum to be allocated? — The consolidated rate comjirised, 
we will say, five rates distributed they were theu pro 
rata by a rule of tliree sum. 

2564. Will you name the cousoiidateil lutes?— 

Sewer rate, police tax 

2565. CiiAuiMAK. — I think the report of 1876 will 
aid you. There is a description given here, page 5, 
grand jury, imiirovemcnt, north sewer and soutli 
sewer, water rate, main drainage, Vartiy, burial, 
bridge tax, nortli poor, soutli poor, police tax. These 
form what you term the consolidated rate? — No sir; 
only such as appear liable to the same class of rate, 

2566. All these with the exception of the various 
forms of water-rate are consolidated? — Hot all. 

2567. Tell me any tliat are not consolidated in ad- 
dition to the water-rates ? — In wliat year ? 

2568. In any year during the years you were iu that 
office, will you tell us any other rate which was .struck 
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iUid charged as a sepanil-c aud distinct rate, except 
tlie n-ater-rates 1— The quay-wall tax. I think the 
bridge tax ; I can’t caaTy it in my mind, but I know 
tlie (piay-wall tax ; any i-ates that were liable in the 
siiine class of rating were, of couise, capable of becom- 
ing an item in aggregate account, but that class of 
rating was always kept distinct from every other i-ate, 
and the other rates made special cases. It is an ex- 
ceedinc'ly intricate system, but peifectly safe and 

sound. 

25(39. You have told me that in some capacity or 
other, iilr. Hanlon, you were tliere from the starting of 
tills office 1 — I was, duiing the time Mr. Staunton 
was tlie Collector-General, 

2570. Did he manage the accounts entirely himself? 
—Entirely and completely. 

2571. Had he, during the time he was the Collector- 
General, the assistance of any other person as sub- 
book-keeper to him ? — He had the assistance of a 
\nry expert, shai-p, clever man, who was a junioi’ 
clerk to me. He took a great fancy to this young 
itiivn because he was very fair at tigiu'cs, and Mr, 
Htaiiuton was a statistician, and it was a great matter 
for liim to get possession of this young man, and in- 
deed betook possession of him, for 1 had very little 
use of him. 

2572. So that in point of fact, Mr. Staunton, with 
the assistance of this young man, managed tlie accounts 
himself? — Quite so. 

2r)7?-i- Was Mr. Staunton the gentleman who origin- 
iitedthe system ofkeej>iug theaccounts which appears to 
exist at the present time by moans of what are called 
ward-ledgers ? — No sir ; he followed the course 
adopted in tbe police tax office. 

207't. Do I understand you to say that the ward- 
ledgers which wei-e kept from the time Mr. Staunton 
went there were based on the ledgei-s in use in the 
[lolicc tax office? — Precisely; based on the police led- 

2575. From the time you were in the office were 
there any changes made in the keeping of the accounts 
to your knowledge ? — Never ; I don’t think there wei-e 
any iiixjounts kept. 

257G. Whatever way Jlr. Staunton commenced 
with them tliey went on? — Whatever way they began, 
iuid it will never be revealed, they were carried oii. 
N'obofly could tell that. 

2577. I see by tlie Act of Parliament thei'e wa.s a 
'direction given that tlie various bodies should re- 
turn the arrears of rates on lUth December, 1850, to 
Mr. Staunton, the Collector-General, and that he should 
collect them, isn’t that so? — It is. 

2578. Was that a detailed return, showing the 
ari'eara in respect of each premises, or a bulk return ? — 
It was a detailed return, for shortly before the coming 
into operation of the 12th 13th Vic., cap. 91, 
there had been anew Grand Jury Cess just struclc, 
that of course, although in the Grand Jury point of 
view, not an airear came over to us as an airear ; 
consequently that rate comjirised eveiy house bi the 
city, whioli made it exceedingly heavy. 

2579. So that the icsultof it was that starting your 
o/lioe you had the advantage of a detailed account of 
all theaiTeai'S? — A detailed account. 

2580. Aud you knew, whatever the ledger was that 
"as started by Mr. Staunton, that there was entered 
there the amount of an-care that weiu due on each 
premises ? — Every one. 

2581. Now from that time during the time Mr. 
btouiiton continued in office, was tliat account of 
arrear.s continued in the waixl-ledgcrs 1 — It was ; until 
Mr, Staunton found, I couldn’t say when, perhaps 
after two or three years, that this amount of an-eai-s 
that were handed to him as collectible were really an 
embarrassment to his collection of the rates under the 
now system, and he wrete to the Government a letter 
which is in the possession of the Collector-General, 
•setting forth in his own able manner the incumbrance 
these arrears were, and requesting to have an authority 
from His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, to remit 


the balance of thorn which was uucollecteil. After a 3. is:?, 
few year's there wasn’t much result, aud there was 
nothing left but to remit the rest, and consequently 
they were wiped ofl'. 

2582. Do you say the Lord Lieutenant iissuined the 
authority to remit the arrears in the city of Dublin? — 

He did. 

258.3. And do you say thei'o is a letter of his in 
existence in the office? — Yes. 

2584. When did you sec it last ? — I couldn’t say 
now. I dare say you wUl see an account of it in some 
of Mr. Staunton’s reports. If you have one of his 
early reports of 1852 or 1853. 

2585; Was tliere any process gone through in the 
office for tlie purpose of wiping out the arrears. Were 
the premises visited by Mr. ytauiiton, or any one on 
his behalf? — Never. 

2586. Was there an\' return made to Parliament 
that he had carefully examined the premises, and con- 
sidered the arrears uncollectible? — Mr. Staunton gave 
it as his opinion that they were embarrassing his col- 
le,ctiou — that he thought what remained were uncol- 
lectible, and that it would be a good thing to remit 
them all, aud the authority was accordingly given to 
remit. 

2587. As a matter of book-keeping, was there any- 
thing inserted in the books to sliow they were remitted ? 

— There was no book-keeping. 

2588. How did it appear in the books that these 
large arrears were remitted in this summary way ? — 

There was no book to tell it. 

2589. Then the explanation you give us. is, that 
these arrears simply dropped out of collection without 
any entry in the books of any correspondence Mr. 

Staunton had with the Lord Lieutenant? — That is it. 

2590. Ml'. Moylan . — When I went into the office 
there was neither minute book, nor attendance book, 
nor anything of that kind. 

2591. Chairman. — W e wish that such search as 
can be made in the office for the correspondence shall 
be made. (To the Witness.) — I suppose the letter 
u-hich came frein the Government, giving authority, 
you say, to remit the arrears, was an ordinary letter 
in manuscript at tlie time it was received % — Of couise. 

2592. Do you remember in wliat year it was re- 
ceived ? — I could not, but I should say if we had the 
books wo could see when they dropjied out, and tliat 
would be about the time tlie letter was received. 

2593. Was it three or four yeare after Mr, Staunton 
was appointed ? — I don’t tliink it was so much. 

2594. Do you think the letter was ever published 
for the information of the public? — No. 

2595. Do you know whether the Public Boards 
were aware of this correspondence which wiped out 
.£45,000 iu such a summary way? — My opinion is the 
Boards knew of it. 

Sir. Taaffe . — 'Tliere is no such letter. Ihavesearched 
through all tlie coirespoiidence in the office, and it is 
liei fectly useless to make any further search. 

2506. Chairman (to Witness). — After that large 
amount of arrears, the arrearswhich you stai-ted with, 
wore \vi]>ed out without any reference in the books to 
them, wi'.s there any account kept up of the arrears 
that accnicd from the time the new system stni-tcd? — 

Nothing but the arrear sheets. 

2597. Were the arrear slieets so made by Mr. 

Staunton? — They were taken up traditionally from 
our office ; we deemed the arrear sheets as useless. 

2598. When Sir, Staunton was in the office was 
there a return made to him of the liouses that were 
vacant during the entire year, beginning the first of 
January and ending the last of December ? — There 
was ; ])eople insisted upon something being done of 
SOUK! kind or other, and practically it was not true. 

2599. Practically not true? — I tliink so. 

2600. What I want to know is, was tliere a return 
of vacant houses, vacant for the entire year, made in 
what are called the arrear sheets? — No ; they were set 
out, not given individually, the)' were all mixed up. 
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2601. We have been told an arrear sheet was re- 
turned by the collectors. Now theaiTCar sheets don’t 
include vacant houses for the entire year. Was there 
ever a time when the arrear sheets included houses 
that were vacant for the entire year 1 — I think there 
might have been. 

2602. But you cannot say that positivelyl — No, 
indeed ; I am sure there was. I don’t see why it 
shouldn’t be. 

2603. You were in the office tDl 18741 — 1876. 

2604. During the last time you were in the office 
of course you were aware the arrear sheets did not in- 
clude liouses that were vacant for the entire year. 
Were you aware of that 1 — I don’t think I was, but I 
think tliey did include the vacant houses. 

2605. The collectors have all told us they did not, 
and from the specimens of arrear sheets that we have 
seen, we find they are not in them, so in later times, 
at all events, the aiTear sheets did not include vacant 
iiouses. Had you yourself anything to do with the 
arrear sheets!— No, nothing whatever. They won* 
managed by an inspector. 

2606. Was there an inspector? — There was an 
inspect03‘ there, and in fact my duty was never any- 
thing in the way of looking after arrear sheets or 
looking after that branch of the business. Mybusine.ss 
was simply and entirely connected with tlie allocation 
of the money, the posting of the ledger and the making 
of the rate books, and all such things ■ but as to the 
dii-ecting of the collector in the way of arrear sheets 
or anytliing of that kind, I never did. ?• 

2607. Whose duty was it to examine the aiTear 
sheets? — The Collector-General, I suppose. 

2608. The Collector-General habitually? — The Col- 
lector-General habitually. 

2609. What we thought we would get from you was 
something with respect to the business arrangements 
in the office. We thought that though it might be 
your own business, you would be able to tell us. Who 
examined the an-ear sheets ?— It was the Inspector’s 
duty. 

2610. Who wius he? — The first inspector that was 
appointed in the office of the Collector-General was a 
most efficient, able, intelligent gentleman. He had 
been sub-inspector of paving and lighting in the year 

1850, and lie had snoh a knowledge of the citv tJiis 

had been always his business — that Mr. Staunton took 
him over to his depai-tment. 

2611. We have up to the present time heard nothing 
of _an inspector before. IVhen did that office cease to 
exist? — It ceased to exist, I think, with the retirement 
of Mr. Salmon, 

2612. Do you remember when Mr. Salmon rethed 
— about how long ago? — I suppose eighteen yeai's ago. 

I declare it is a long time. Mr, M'Dermott suc- 
ceeded him. 

2613. Was Mr. M'Dermott his successor as in- 
spector ? — He was not. 

2614. And whose duty was it after Mr. Sahnon 
retired to compai-e the an-ear slieets you have been 
speaking of with the books? — No one’s. 

2615. And it was never done? — Never done. 

2616. Do you think this valuable gentleman, Mr. Sal- 
mon, ever compared them in his time? — Well, he was 
very cai-eful about the arrear sheets. To my certain 
knowledge they were never compared. 

2617. Never compared ? — Never. 

2618. So that the result of it was, tliere was at the 
head of the office a great “ statistician ” who never- 
kept any books, and an “ active ” inspector who never 
compared the arrear slieets ? — That is so ; the biisiuess 
of the inspector was more with other duties. 


2619. What I want to know is, was there any man 
—I don’t care whether yon call him Collector-General 
or Inspector— whose duty it was to take up the arrear 
slieets when they were finished, who examined them 
to see wliethei- the proper amount was returned in tire 
first instance, and then to get a reason why there was 
such an amount of arrears existing? — He ahvaj-s 


2620. Who always asked? — The Inspector. 

2621. I see ii-om a number of reports funiislied bv 
Mr. Staunton from 1860 to 1869 — we have seen them 
all, with the exception of one year. We have all the 
reports from 1860 to 1869, and these prefess to have 
a retui'n of vacant and unoccupied liouses, and also the 
losses by them. Do you know from what source that 

return was made? — From the remission book from 

the account of all remissions, and from declarations 
There was a book kept carefully for tliat purpose 
That was the source from whence that i-eturn caine 
and a proper and legal one it was. ’ 

2622. Was there, during Mr. Staunton’s time, any 
examination of the premises for the purjiose of remit- 
ting taxes, and seeing whether the collector discharged 
his duty efficiently, or failed to exert himself in collect- 
ing them? — There was. 

2623. And was the result of tliat examination en- 
tered in any book? — The chief inspection that took 
place was the inspection of insolvent premises. That 
is really the only tiling that could well be inspected. 

2624. I observe, Mr. Hanlon, that in.tlie reports 
that are furnished from time to time the insolvent 
premises represented in the agregate from £800 to 
£1,000, 07- £1,200, while at the same time the amount 
of arrears outstanding wouldbe somethinglike £24,000 
and perhaps £30,000 ; was thei-e any investigation ui 
Mr. Staunton’s time as to the difference between the 
amount of insolvencies and the amount of arreai-s out- 
standing? — Never, nor could there be where there were 
no accounts. 

Mr. Cleary . — I would suggest a mode by which you 
might shorten the iuquii-y, and enable tlie Commis- 
sion to investigate these mattere. The' accounts as 
they are, so far as the charge is concerned, are Icept iu 
conformity with the section in the Act, but the section 
is not co-ex tensive with the discharge. 

2625. Chairman. — It will be better first to finish 
the examination. {To tlie witness) — 'Fi-om the earliest 
time, as it seems the books gave no explanation of the 
arrears. In point of fact no one knew what the 
ai-reai-s were? — They could not know. 

Mr. Piiipps, — The number of vacant houses can iu 
no way be vei-iiied. They could not be compared with 
the books for they were not made a matter of book- 
keeping. 

2626. Chairman. — I asked for tlie books of Mr. 
Staiuiton, and I find in the first column entries of 
ai-rears, a practice which he dropped dui-ing the last 
six or seven yeai-s. Do you know what these arreais 
were that were entered in that book? — Do you mean 
the ledger? 

2627. I do; the'wai-d ledgei-s? — Well, Mr. Stauntou 
used to employ two clerks after office hours, and one 
of these clerks read out to the other, from the jireviou.s 
ledger, number one such a place, arrears so much, check 
that off, then they went to the next house and so on. 
These an-eai-s as far as tliey could were transferred, but 
there was no proof for they never were totted ; tliere 
was no proof that one might not have dropped out, 
but they did this carefully, and it ceased when in 1870 
those exti-aordinary changes were made in the ytr- 
sonnel of the office. After twenty-five years it was 
thought to be extravagant, and the Collector-Genei-al 
preferred the economy of saving the office fluid to the 
cheeking of those arrears, which used to be done after 
hours. 

2628. Now if there had been a dishonest collector 
in the office during the entii-e time you had been 
there, and if that man chose to go to any ratepayei- in 
Dublin, whose annual rate would be about £40, and 
say to him give me £10 and I will keep you safe for 
the rest, and that the ratepayei- gave it to him and 
he put it into his pocket, was there ever any check for 
the puipose of preventing such a transaction as that I 
— No check. 

2629. And all the time you were there that might 
have been done by evei-y collector in the place? — It 
might, except there was this security against an action 
of this kind, and it was fortunate and providential, 
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\mder the circumstances witli which the account was 
surrounded, that the franchise of the city protected 
the department, I might almost say in a measure 
beyond what it deseiwed ; hut there could be no loss 
of the kind you speak of, because it can be home out 
by all the political agents connected with the Registry, 
that even to the amount of a few shillings non-occupa- 
tion calculated wrong for two days would be found out 
by them. Consequently, it was hard to suppose that 
one or other of the sigents would not discover if there 
was a tax not paid when the ledger was wrong. 

2630. Was there nothing connected with the office 
itself that would protect it from that fraud 1 — Nothing. 

2631. But by reason of the cai-efulness of the elec- 
tioneering agents, and the desire of the peojde to have 
the franchise, and their insisting that they should be 
put on the roll, it would be necessary, in order to bo 
2 >ut on the roll, to make it appear on the ledger the 
rates had been paid 1 — Precisely. 

2632. But you know the ease I was putting was 
the case of a man who paid £40 a year of rates, and 
thought it a desirable thing to get off .£30, and 
paid the £10 to the collector for the purfsose of escap- 
inv the rest. It is possible that tliat man would 
j)refer £30 to a vote, and that he did not cas'e at all 
whether his name appeai-ed on the rate book, or 
whether he ever had a vote, what would be your pro- 
tection in that case ? — None in the w'orld. There can- 
uot be a ijroteetiou against fraud where there are no 
iiccounts or publishing of accounts. That is the 
.simple abstract question that it has been up to the 
present. 

2633. From the time you first went iuto tlie office 
do you remember whether the Collector-General’s 
■salary of £800 a year- was paid out of the two and a 
half ])Cr cent., or was j^aidafter the two and a half per 
cent, was deducted from tlie balance tliat remained 
before it was distributed to the various public bodies ? 
— The Collector-General always exhausted his two and 
a half per cent, in the first instance, by first paying 
himself and piaying law costs. By that means he ex- 
hausted that account. He paid himself out of it, and 
then he had nothing to ti'ansfer ; consequently I be- 
lieve the only bit of credit that Master Fitzgibbon 
ever gave the department was the closing of the office 
account, so as to have no balance. 

2634. Suppose tbe two and a half per cent, wasn’t 
.sufficient to pay himself and jiay the law costs, tlieu 
did you go and draw on the general fund over and 
above thatl — We did. 

2635. How long did the system of exhausting the 
two and a half per cent, before you fell back upon 
anything else continue! — To his death. 

2636. Therefore the economy hiv. Moylan takes 
credit for is simply this ; he did not exhaust the two 
.and a half per cent, before he beg.an to draw on the 
other fund t — It was a visionary economy. 

2637. Putting money in one pocket and taking it 
out of the other 1 — That is so. 

2638. Were there many complaints in the office 
during the time you were there, either from public 
bodies or individual membei-s of the public, tliat 
there was such a large amount of rates outstanding, 
-which ought to be collected ! — There were. 

2639. And have you ever investigated what was 
the cause of these arrears ! — Oh, never. I had nothing 
to do with that. 

2640. And in point of fact you ai-e not able to tell 
us, are you, wby these amounts were not collected. 
Can you give us any general reason for it ! — TJj> to 
wliat period in the year. Do you mean at the close of 
the year, on the SlstofDecember? 

2641. I mean taking evei-y assessment that was 
made. There was always nine and a half per cent, of 
it, and sometimes more, which was never collected 
either before the end of the year or the end of any sub- 
sequent year. Were there complaints of that kind 
made ! — No. 

2642. No complaint of that kind made ! — Oh, they 
were always asking why the arrears were not collected. 
I tliink there was a reason why the arrears existed, and 


it is a peculiar one, and I beg your attention to it. Jim, 
Mr. Staunton had tlie power to pronounce at the 
striking of his assessment, whether the rate should be 
paid quarterly, or lialf yearly, or yearly. Mr. Staunton 
declared it to be quarterly. The time for the municipal 
franchise came on, previous to this every jienny of i-ate 
due by any pei-soii should be paid before tliey could avail 
themselves of the benefit of the municipal franchise. 

Just coming on the time when the Collector should 
mark the munieijial roll lie was asked would 
the payment of a quarter, the first quarter, enfran- 
chise an inhabitant. He decided that it would, and 
lie thus practically reduced by one-fourtli the mu- 
nicipal franchise. 

2643. Chairman. — He dicbi’t reduce the municipal 
franchise. That would tend to extend the municipal 
franchise? — Yes ; inadvertently he reduced tlie qualifi- 
cation for tlie franchise. That question was a very 
important one, and when it came before the municipal 
assessore they decided — I am not sure was it imani 
mously or not — with Mr. Staunton. The otiier party 
whom it affected considerably brought tliis decision 
into the Court of Queen’s Bench. The Queen’s Bench 
was divided on tlie point ; consequently the ruling 
of the court below continued, and continues still, so 
tliat it is positively not yet ascertained legally whether 
it is a quarter or the whole assessment that should be 
jiaid ; and I think if the Collector-General, iu the 
new Act he is now preparing, could settle that point, 
he would get in all the rates, because they used to be 
2 >aid in order to get the franchise. 

2644. Do ‘you mean the citizens of Dublin are so 
anxious to get the franchise they would rather jiay 
the entire year than lose it ? — You wouldn’t believe it, 
and I appeal to them now if there is not a cnish on 
the 31st of August. 

2045. It comes to this, the reason why there was a 
deficiency in the rates in Dublin, according to your 
explanation, is that the municipal franchise is given to 
persons who pay only a quarter of a year instead of 
the whole yeai-’s rates 1 — It does’nt arise altogether 
from that, but it has a gi-eat effect upon the amount 
collectible up to the 31st of August. 

2646. These i)eo})le who areanxious for the muniei- 
jial franchise must have some jiroperty of some kmd? 

— Of what nature ? 

2647. Goods and houses? — I need only pay a (juar- 
ter of my rates and be a immieipal voter. 

2648. How does that excuse the Collector-General 
from not enforcing payment of the other threc-fonrths? 

— I don’t say the other three-fourths ought not be 
enforced. 

2649. According to tliis view you have about the 
municipal franchise, sujqjose, for instance, a man pays 
his three months’ rate for the year 1875 and he 
is put uiiou the roll for that one year, if he never pays 
the rest of these rates at all, leaves them entirely un- 
paid upon his premises, and if he pays the first quarter 
of the year 1876, will he bo entitled to go on tlie 
municipal roll? — It wouldn’t be taken from him. 

2650. Then in point of fact it only covers part of 
one year? — Precisely. 

2651. And you must confine your observations to 
only one year ? — It is as plain as A B that if the peo- 
ple had to pay up all the rates by the 31st of August, 
there wouldn’t be tbe same amount of aiTCars as there 
would if they hadn’t to pay them uj). 

2652. I perfectly agi-ee witli you in that, but my 
question was pointed to this : I say, as regards the 
assessments in Dublin, there is a large jier-centage of 
these assessments which are not paid either before or 
on the 31st of August, and my question goes direct to 
that point. Can you give explanation of that, for it 
appears to me the explanation you give is wliolly iu- 
adequate to account for it, and there must be some 
other explanation ? — The explanation, in the way you 
put it now, would be a dereliction on the pai-t of the 
Collector-General, but there is this much to be said, I 
have heard it asked several times during the sitting 
of the Commission, why not summon in the month 
of August or earlier? The result of tliat coui-se would 
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be, suppose every man only paid a half-year, to throw 
the entire collection into the hands of the warrant 
officer, because once a warrant is given to that officer 
the collector ceases to have anything more to do with it. 

2653. On that point tho suggestion that was made 
before the Commission and which the Commissioners, to 
a certain extent, threw out themselves was this, that 
when the first half year’s rate is paid it is not a good 
rule to allow the second to run to the last day of tho 
half year, and the suggestion thrown out was that, 
the citizens of Dublin should be informed they should 
pay in October or November tho second half year ? 
— They would not believe you, 

2654. Would they believe it if tlie collection came 
into the hands of the warrant officer 1 — It would be 
impossible that a single wairant officer could collect 
the amount of money after tho first of April, for you 
practically give the collectiou to the wan-ant officer. 

2655. We have had cases meutioned where persons 
having the money to pay yet keep it in their pockets, 
and say deliberately they will not pay till the month 
of December, and tliat then they will pay. Don’t 
you think, i-ather than have a warrant placed iu the 
liands of the warrant officer, they would pay, as they 
are legally bound, in ■ the mouth of October, before 
proceedings were taken to recover the rate? — I don’t 
think there are many of that class. 

2656. We have seen lists hero before us with the 
names of a great number of persons who have not paid 
on the 31st of December, and allowed the rates to go 
into the following year. Don’t you think they would 
pay, if they were forced to do so, in the month of 
Octobci' 1 — There ought to be an amount of summonse.s 
against peo]5le of that class, but everybody is not of 
that class. 

2657. The collectoi-s return tliem as persons whose 
rates are collectible. Don’t you think, if they were 
forced to pay by legal proceediugs, they would do so 1 
— I think there ought to be an amount of summoning 
in the cases of pui^ons who are able to pay and yet 
refuse to do so. 

Mr. Oleary said ; — I beg to suggest to you a matter 
which, it appears to mo would facilitate your inquiry. 

It is in reference to tho accounts and tlie terms of the 
Act of Parliament. If you take one of the annual 
accounts that are presented by the Collector-General 
and investigate the various matters that arc stated to be 
done, you will find that that directly follows the di- 
rection in the section of tlie Act of Parliament. That, 
in the first instance, gives the total amount of the 
assessment, and tlicn it gives what, of course, the 
Collector-General would have to charge himself with, 
and then it gives various matters subsequently which 
are never discharged, of those items of assessment ; 
but when you look at the Act of Parliament, which 
I vrill point to you presently, that is not so. The 
fraiucr of tlie Act fell into a great error. In the first 
|)lace that should have included the item of vacant 
houses, because if you refer to the 68th section of the 
Collector-General’s Act you will find that he is directed 
to include iu his assessment all the unoccupied houses. 
Well, it is ])erfectly jilain, if he is to include the un- 
occupied. houses, the matter of discharge ought to con- 
tain vacant houses ; foi' that is one of the elements he 
must not chai-ge himself with. The framer of the Act 
of Parliament apparently altogether forgot that the 
62nd section directed that tlie unoccupied houses 
should be included in tlie assessment, and afterwards 
directed no rate should be jwiid by reason of unoccupied 
houses, and he forgot to give that as an item of the 
account. Well then, tlieve is another omission in the 
matter of the charge which explains the conclusion to 
a considerable extent. You will sec thoi-e the clement 
of insolvent houses. If you refer to tho section of the 
Act of Parliament wliicli deals with insolvent pi-e- 
imscs— immediately before that is tho 55th section, 
immediately preceding the account section, which is 
the 56th — these two sections throw light on what is 
meant by insolvent houses ; and you will come to the 
• The Return iu question, wliicli Ii.kI been laimlert in lo the Comuii- 
Collea-ir-(ieiicr.il deelincd to "uarontee its accuracy. 


conclusion that what they really intended to apply to 
were cases where the houses themselves were Uableto 
the rates, as they ai-e in England, and were in so 
ruinous and dilapidated a condition that they were in- 
solvent. When we come to consider what the nature 
of the debt here is we find the houses are not charveil 
with the rates. It is merely a pei-sonal debt, and toq. 
sequently when you except the element of unoccupied 
houses, you leave remaining behind the element of bad 
debts which never could be collected. I submit on 
the ti-ue construction of the Act of Parliament ’the 
account directed by it should have included the ’item 
of bad debts in respect of insolvent houses. It does 
not include the vacant houses and bad debts, and I 
submit, if you take these into consideration, section 76 
is explained at once. I have taken a few figures in 
reference to the query which you have put to the 
CoUector-General, wluch would show the question an- 
swered. For the year 1876 the assessment was in 
round numbers .£280,000, and the amount stated to 
be collected by tho Collector-General was £224,000. 
The Collector-General returned as uncollectible and 
doubtful about £37,000, and for insolvent promises 

£860. How was the balance to be accounted for? It 

is to be accounted for, if you take the account as di- 
rected by the Act of Parliament — namely, the items 
for vacant houses and for bad debts. For tliat year 
there appearo to be about £10,000 for vacant houses 
which would be a legitimate matter for discharge 
under the section of the Act I refei-red you to, and 
then there would remain a balance of f 9,000 for bad 
debts — that is debts which were not due in respect of 
insolvent houses, but due by persons who evaded pay- 
ment of them or who had not the means of paying 
tliem. If you talre these figures from me — I will give 
tliem accurately aftei-wards — you will find they explain 
the discrepancy iu the account. 

Chaieu.vx. — 'The first matter we have to ascertai!i 
from the Collector-General is to sliow in his books some 
way by which we can see the amount of rates lost br 
vacant houses and unoccupied premises, and according 
to my judgment, nothing could justify a public depai-t- 
meiit iu keeping its books in such a way as that they 
will not show at the end of the year how the deficiency 
arose. 

Mr. Cleary. — I quite agree in Uiat, but tlie Act of 
Parliament has been framed in a very loose manner. 
It is very misleading, and the framer of it omitted to 
make the matter of the discharge coextensive with the 
charge. 

CiTAiEJiAN. — So far as the books are concerned it is 
not so much a matter of law as of correct book-keeping, 
and the amoimt of the assessment appearing ou the 
face of the accounts here for unoccupied houses seems 
to be a matter of speculation. 

Mr. Cleary. — I have had a I'eturn from the Collector- 
General’s office which gives the amount for vacant 
houses for the last two years as £10,000 or £11,000 
for each year. 

2658. Chairman. — W as that made for the purpose 
of tins inquiry ? 

Mr. Cleary . — No, I directed it to be made before 
this inquiry at all. 

I^Ir. Moylan . — It was made with a view to this in- 
quiry. 

2659. Cii.AiiuiAN, — By whose diroction wasitmade? 
Sir. Cleary. — By the Collector-General. You have 

the return before you.’’* 

2660. Chairman. — Could you tell-usthe date you 
gave the direction? 

Mr. Moylaix. — It was October or November. 

Mr. Chary. — That was tlic return I alluded to in 
referonce to vacant houses and bad debts. 

^ Mr. Pmi'ps, — We are dealing with the Collector- 
General as a public accountant. We can easily see if 
there is a deficiency in the assessment that it can be 
explained by the items of unoccupied houses or bad 
debts, but what we waub from the Collector-General is 
a statement showing the figures, and without that wo 
sionor.^, was subsequently b their permission witlulrawii, as tlie 
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cannot come to any couficlent conclusion a.s to the defi- 
ciency for the last seven years. 

Mr. Brooks. — We are not inciuiriug into the con- 
duct of the Collectoi'-G-eneral. There is no imputation 
that he has departed from the system laid down by 
Government or by his predecessor, or that he has not 
followed it as Collector-General. It is the system 
we are inquiring into, and not into the conduct of any 
individual. 

ChaiRJIAK. — I quite agree with you. We are in- 


quiring into the system, and we have it established to- Ain. 9, iS78. 
day that this system was inaugurated by Mr. Staunton, 

Mr. Hanlon has stated that the system has existed for ' 
twenty years in the office befoi-e Mr. Moylan had any- 
thing to say to it. That system is as bad a one as 
could exist m any public office, but the Collector- 
General is not responsible. 

Mr. Murray. — For its continuance. 

Mr. Brooks. — He did not inaugurate it. There is 
no doubt of that. 


Mr. Michael P. V. Taaffe examined. 


2661.. Chairman. — When did you first become con- 
nected with the office of the Collector-General ? — In 
the year I860. 

2663. How old were you at tliat time ? — I was about 
sixteen. 

2663. And in what position did you commence in 
the office 1 — In the first instance I was employed as a 
supernumerary and temporary assistant. 

2664. Afterwards, did you become attached to the 
peiunanent staffl — Yes, aftei-wards the Collector- 
General made application to the Government in my 
behalf. 

2665. The staff was not classified at that time 1 — It 
was not, but thei-e was a difference in the salaiies of 
the clerks. The junior clerks were appointed at £90 
a year, with incremente of £10 a year for five years. 

2666. Will you tell us what the internal staff was ? 

At the time that I was appointed — I have not 

got the names, but as well as I can recollect — there 
were eight clerks. I know that in 1869 that was the 
number. 

2667. These eight clerks were exclusive of the 
Collector-General 1 — Yes. 

2668. There was no chief clerk? — Oh, yes, but he 
was included in the eight. 

2669. Were distinct duties allocated to each? — 
Well, the first clerk was my father ; he was appointed 
at the formation of the office, and he was ]>laced to 
leceive the cash by the Collector General, and he con- 
tinued there u]o to the time of his retirement. He 
had an assistant to assist in receiving the cash, but ho 
also did some other duties in the office which were 
given to him by the Collector-General, No clerk had 
any fixed or special duty. 

2670. Was the duty of your father and liis assist- 
ant confined to receiving the money paid by the public 
into the office, or did it extend to the examination of 
the accounts of the Collectors, and to money received 
in the collection ? — It did not. 

2671. It was simply confined to receiving the mo- 
ney? — Yes; the assistant clerk had not a siifficient 
amount of work to do without getting other duties to 
discharge from time to time. 

2672. But your father’s duty v?as confined to receiv- 
ing tlie money? — Yes, but he had also the general 
management of the office ; but that was Ills especial 

2673. Will you tell us the machinery by whicli 
money was received. What was the form gone through 
if any pei-son came in to pay their rates ?— The ledgers 
were at that time kept fully posted up. All declara- 
tions and remissions were written off/according asthey 
were handed into the office, and my father had full 
opportunity of knowing, on taking clown tlie book, 
how the rates stood on any particular house. 

2674. Could your father in 1866, when a ratepayer 
came in to pay, looking at the ledger, tall the arrears 
on any particular house ? — Certainly, 

2675. Are those the aiTears we see in the arrear 
columns in the book of 1869 of Mr. Staunton? — They 
arc. 

2676. Your father being receiving clerk, had the 
control of all the ward ledgers? — He had. 

2677. What was tlie system as regards receipts; 
was it the same as now ? — It was the same. 

2678. From whom did your fathei' get the receipts 


which he issued ? — The receipts were kept as they are 
now in a different office, and they were issued on re- 
ceipt of a requisition by him. The counter-check 
of the receijife which he issued was handed to another 
clerk, whose duty it was to ascertain that the amount 
he had returned was correct; and his receipts were 
checked at chat time once a month, but lately once a 

2679. He kept, and I believe it was kept till lately, 
a cash book ? — Yes. 

2680. So that when Mr. Moylan said it was not 
kept, he was doing an injustice to the office ? — He was, 
and the moment chat cash is received it is entered. 

2681. Is it with that cash book that the receipts 
are checked weekly? — No. It is from a return made 
out by the clerk who checks the account. 

2682. I do not quite understand that ? — T can show 
you. These are specimens of the blocks, the counter- 
part of the receipts, the same class of receipts, and 
exactly similar to the receipts issued by the clerk of 
the cash office ; and every morning the receipts of the 
previous days account are taken and entered into the 
receipt ledger, and that account is checked at the end 
of the week. 

2683. It is entered by a different clerk to the one 
who receives it? — By a different clerk altogether, and 
it is his account I check. 

2684. Do the collectors of the various wards get 
into their collection books the receipts of the money 
that has been paid into the office ? — Tlie blocks of the 
previous day are stitched together, and they are handed 
to each collector, and it is his duty to post into his 
own book the payments made in his ward. 

2685. Can lie take it home ? — No ; he does it in the 
office. 

2686. Is that before they are entered into this booh ? 
— It is done after. 

2687. Are the entiles made by the collectors in the 
books checked ? — No ; the collectors’ books are private 
documents, and we have never had any control over 
tJiem. 

2688. By neglect on the part of the collector to 
post a payment made, a demand for the rates might 
be made again? — That, as a matter of fact, has arisen. 
That was the case in regard to Colonel Bramston 
Smith. 

2689. When a collector makes his collection in the 
convse of the day, you stated that credit for the money 
received by him is given in the ward ledger. By wliat 
machinery is that done? — Tlie collector hands in each 
day a pay list setting forth the money ho received 
the previous day, and that is posted into the ward 
ledger. 

2690. You have told us about the duties of your 
father, who was senior clerk and his assistant — tell us 
now what other duties were allocated to other members 
of the staff? — The staff of tlie Collector-General was 
so limited, that it was impossible tliat any set duty 
could bo given to any clerk except that one employed 
in the cash office. The duties were so multifarious, 
that the clerks had to be sliifteil about as occasion 
arose. 

2691. This duty of wiituig up the ward books, or 
pay-lists returned by the collectors, was done by 
different clerks? — Yes. . 

2692. Was the entry made in the wai'd book bv the 

Q2 " 
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/on. 9, 1878, clerk to whom it might he allocated ever checked ? 
Mr. M. p. V. — 

Taaffe. 2693. Under whose control was it ? Under whose 

dii-eot control was it that the temporaiy clerk made 
these various entiies? — Under the direct control of the 
Collector-Genei-al. .Mr. Staunton used to look at tliat 
himself. 

2694. How was it managed? Did the Collector- 
General call up the clerks and say, for such a week 
you do so andj so ? — No ; he consulted Mr. Hanlon 
what duty was most pressing, and Jlr. Hanlon then 
had the appointing of the duty to he discharged. 

2695. And was the clerk ever discharging this duty 
appointed from day to day, or week to week? — Some- 
times ; hut at other times he might he for months at 
the same duty. 

2696. During the time that Mr. Staunton was in 
office what duty did he himself discharge? — He pre- 
])ared all the accounts himself for the auditor. He 
conducted the entire correspondence of the office. 
Eveiy letter written was either written or dictated by 
him. 

2697. Did he ever take any means of checking over 
tlio arrear sheets, handed to liim hy the collectors, witli 
the wai'd ledger? — Never. 

2698. Was that done by any person? — No, never. 

2699. Was lie an active man? — Well, he was get- 
ting old. 

2700. How old %vas he when he ceased to be Collec- 
tor-General ? — He must have been seventy-three or 
seventy-four when he died. 

2701. Was he Collector-General when he died? — 
He was up to the day of his death. 

2702. Has the number of the staff changed from 
1869 to the present time? — It has. On the occasion 
of my father's retirement no appointmejit was made. 

2703. Was tliere any cause for that? — As far as I 
know the Collector-General did iiot think it necessary. 

2704. There was no application made to the Goveni- 
meut about any appointment 1 — No. 

Mr. — Mr. TaafTe was not on the staff when 

I came into office. He had been away on sick leave, 

2705. CnAiiiMAN, — Was lie receiving pay? 

Mr. Moylaa . — Ho was. 

2706. Mr. Muhr.ay.— H ow long was he away on 
leave ? 

Mr. Moylan . — He was absent about eight months. 

2707. Mr. Muiceay. — I n what year was he pensioned 
off? 

Mr. Taa§e . — About eight months before his death. 

2708. CiiArKMAN. — It was on Mr. Staunton’s death 
that you were aj)j>ointed 1 

Mr. Moylan. — Yes. 

hir. Taaffe’s examination continued. 

2709. Chairman. — W hen your father was pen- 
sioned off no application was made to Government 
about tlie ap|5ointmeiit ? — Not that I know. 

2710. It has been mentioned tliat a request was 

made as rogai-ds classification. What was it? When 

Mr. Moylan was appointed Collector-General lie was 
directed to make a report on the state of his office, to 
give the names of the vai-ious officers in it, the date of 
their a])poiiitment and the salaries they wci-e receiv- 
ing. The report was forwarded to tlio Lord Lieu- 
tenant, and a reply was made stating that His Excel- 
lency observed an anomaly existing in the office of 
the Cqllector-Geneial that ho did not consider ouglit 

to exist in any office under Government conti'ol 

namely, that two junior clerks were appointed at 
salaries higher tlian their seniora, and Mr. Moylan 
was asked whetlier there was any reason for this. 
When he discovered that Mr, Moylan was of opinion 
there was no reason he authorized the officers to be 
classified, and lie increased the salaries of the seniors 
so as to set them on a proper footing. The letter of 
His Excellency in i-cply is here. 

2711. Have you a copy of the report? No, 

2712. Do you know was it printed?— No, it was 
not printed. 


Chairman. — The first letter tliat appears to bear on 
this subject is one dated the 4tli February, 1870, from 
the Under Secretary. It refers to a memorial from 
Mr. C. H. Hanlon for an increase of salary, and calls 
fw a return showing particulars as to tlie staff of the 

The next letter is one from the Under Secretary 
dated 22nd April, 1870, This letter draws attention 
to the desirability of substituting for the existin? 
arrangement a distinct classification of the clerks in 
the office, such as exists in other public departments 
and requests Mr, Moylan to suggest a scale. It calls for 
a medical certificate as totliestate of health of Mr. Taaffe 
senior, ^vitll a view to his being placed on a retired 
allowance. It is also requested in this letter that Mr 
Moylan would report at once when he received a com 
munication from the solicitors of the late Collector- 
General as to the convso they intended to pui-sue 
res]>ecting the sums due by liiin on account of rates 
The two other lettere on this subject which I now 
have are those of the 16th May, 1870, and the 23rd 
May, 1870, which are also from the Under Secretary: 
— That of\Uh .ilfay called attention to the anomaly 
of Messrs. Perry and Lambart having higher salaries 
than Messrs. Taaffe and Hanlon, junr., wlio were their 
seniors in point of serrice, and asked if there were 
any special reason for this. 

The Uttar of ^Zrd May conveyed the Lord Lieu- 
tenant’s approval of a scale of salaries as follows 
Chief Clerk, . . .250 by 20 to 350 

3 First Class Clerks, . . 1,50 Oy 15 to 200 

3 Second do.. . . . . yO by 10 to UO 

Also approved of the salary of Mr. C. H. Hiinlon, then 

Chief Clerk being fi.xed at the following scale 305 by 

20 to 350. And with the view of removiug the 
anomaly referred to in the letter of 16tli May, approved 
of the salaries of Messrs. Taaffe and Hanlon, juni' 
being raised to £170 each. 

2713. Do you know how it happened that these two 
gentlemen, Mr. Perry and Mr. Lambart, were placed 
111 the position of having £150 a yeai', while their 
seniors were receiving a lesser amount?— As far as 
Mr. Perry is coneerneil, I am aware that the Collector- 
General recommended that tlie appointment should be 
made of an assistant in tlie cash office. Mr. Penywas 
clerk in the cash office. He was a near relative of the 
then Chief Secretary. 

2714. Mr. Perry had been a collector ?— Yes. 

2715. How many yeai-s before ?— About twelve 
months. 

2716. What would his salary be as collector? Oh, 

much more, but his duty was not one tliat he liked’ 
aud he asked to be transferred into the office, and Mr. 
Staunton allowed tlie thing to be done. 

2717. Mr. Mouray.— W hat service liad Mr. Lam- 
bai't ? —Mr. Lambart liad only a few months’ service as 
Collector. He found it irksome, and I am aware he 
was satisfied to come into the office at £90. How he 
managed to get £150 I do not know. 

2718. How long had you been in the office ?— From 
1866. Mr. Perry had been appointed in 1869, and 
Mr, Lambart a few months after. I Jiad been iu the 
office before either of them were appointed collectoi-s. 

2719. But you were very young? I was. 

2720. Were you old enough to be appointed cash 
clerk ? — I was. 

_ 2721. In your own estimation? — In my own estima- 
tion ; but the Collector-General considered I was more 
useful where I was. 

2722. Mr. Brooks.— H ow old was Mr. Perry?— 
He wUl tell you that himself. 

Mr. Perry — 35. 


Examination by the Chairman continued. 

2723. There is a passage in the letter of 22nd April, 
1870 — “ As soon as you have received intimation from 
the solicitors of Mr. Staunton’s executoi-s as to the 
coui-se they intend to pursue in reference to the sums 
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,3ue on account of rates” — that could not refer to money 
in the hands of Mr. Staiinton 1 — Yes, I think so. 

2724. How was it possible for Mr. Staunton to have 
money in his hands at the time of his death 1 — Because 
there was no check on the Collector-General. He could 
diaw what he liked ; and I think he had overdrawn, 
and his executoi-s had to refund some money.' 

2725. For what purpose had hedrawn? — I cannot tell. 

2726. Was it for office purposes 1 — I am aware that 
lie did not keep a private account, and that he was in 
the habit of drawing on the office account for his pri- 
vate expenses. 

Mr. Moylan . — His son-in-law, Mr. Swift, who was 
a collector, gave him a good deal of money on his o^vn 
account 

Cha!UMAK. — A s a lawyer, and one having experience 
in the examination of witnesses, I know that it is very 
inconvenient to inteiTupt the examination of a witness, 
hut if any gentleman thinks that he has anything to 
say bearing on the case let him put it in the form of 
wi'itiii", and I will take care that ho will have an op- 
portunity of correcting any misrepresentation. 

2727. My object in calling attention to this para- 
graph is that 1 observe in a bill that was supplied by 
the Collector-General, there were cei-tain provisions 
made to make the Collector-General able to sue for 
debts due to his predecessors, and I thought that para- 
graph had something to do with that. It appears, 
however, that it does not refer to that, but that he 
had money in his own hands, and that he had only 
a single account for liis own money and for the 
public money. At the time of his death it was found 
that he had drawn more than his salary would come 
to, and his executors repaid it. Since that time the 
clerks have been classified according to that letter 1 — 
They have. 

2728. Is it your experience that the classification 
was a satisfactoiy one 1-— 1 do not quite \mdei-staud the 
question. 

2729. You were in the office prior to any classifica- 


tion of the clerks ; you have been in the office since a, isrs. 
1870 up to the present time, and, therefore, you have y 

experience of both ways ; I want to know wliether •' 

you think tliat the present system is better than the 
system before the cla.ssification was made? — Indeed I do. 

2730. 'Well, I want to know do you consider that a 
better classification, or any otlier classification, could be 
made so as to make the office more efficient? — I do not. 

2731. In point of fact, having regard to the num- 
l>ei-s of the staff, you think it is a satisfactoiy classifi- 
cation? — Well, yes. 

2732. Mr. Murray. — Was that classification made 
according to their total length of service in the Col- 
lector-General’s office as a whole, or with regard to 
their services as clerks only? — With regard to their 
service as clerks only. 

2733. Therefore tlie service given by men like Mr. 

Lambart or Mr. Perry as collectors was not taken into 
consideration? — Well, I think the only man affected 
by that — I am not sure — was Mr. Charles Hanlon. 

At present he is fii-st class clerk in the office. He was 
appointed befoi'e Mr. Perry, or a month aftenvards, 
for he had been appointed temporary assistant in 
the office. 

27 34. But these young men were put over the heads 
of you a good deal. Was their total service in the 
Collector-General’s department longer or shorter? — 

Shorter. I was appointed to the office before Mr. 

Perry or Mr. Lambart. 

2735. Mr. Brooks. — Have you seen any tabular 
statement, or comparative statement, showing the dif- 
ference betweeji the payments made to officers in the 
Collector-General’s office and the other public servants 
in tlie city of Dublin? — Yes. 

2736. Is that the document — (produced) ? — It is. 

Chairman. — T his purports to be a statement of the 

salaries paid to the chief clerk and other officem in the 
Collector-General’s office in comparison with the chief 
clerk’s and other clerks’ salaries in Her Majesty’s ser- 
vice in Dublin. 


The following is the statement in question ; — 


A Statement of the Salaries paid to tlie Chief Clerk and Clerks in the Department of the Collector-General 
of Kates in comparison with the Salaries paid to the Chief Clerks and Clerks in several of Her Majesty’s 
Departments in Dublin (as shown by the Treasury estimates for 1877-8). 


— 

Chief Ckrks. 

First Class Clerks. 

Second Clus Clerks. 

Third Class Clerks, 

Board of Public Works, 

No Cliief Clerk. 

£320 by £20 to £500 1 

£210 by £15 to £300 

£100 by £10 to £200 

Local Government Board, . 

do- 

£350 by £20 to £530 

£210 by £15 to £300 

£J00 by £10 to £200 

General Registrar’s Office, . j 

£o00 by £2o to £600 ' 

£310 by £I5 to £f00 

£210 by £10 to £300 i 

£?0 by £10 to £200. 

Collector-General’s Office, . | 

£250 by £20 to £350 

£150 by £15 to £200 

£90 by £10 to £140 

1 No third class. 


2737. Mr. Brooks. — That shows that the salaries 
in the Collector-Genei’al’s office are about half tliose 
paid in other public offices in Dublin? — That is so. 

2738. Mr. Phipps. — It has been given in evidence 
by the Collector-General tliat your position in tlie office 
is that of principal book-keeper. Is that so? — I do 
not think so at all. 

2739. Although you are not, you superintend all 
posting and entries in the office books ? — I do. 

2740. You consider yourself the chief over that 
duty? — I do. 

2741. And you consider that you can instruct your 
subordinates I do. 

2742. Are you conversant with the system of double 
entry book-keeping? — I cannot say. I have never 
been in a merchant’s office. Of course, I know book- 
kee))ing, but T do not believe, from my knowledge of 
accounts, that the ledger kept in the Collector-General’s 
office is at all a proper one, and I have pi-epared a form, 
that would meet my views. 

2743. Do you know the books necessary for book- 
keeping. One of the books is a cash book? — Yes. 

2744. The object is to show your receipts and pay- 
ments, and check your balance with your bank ac- 
count? — Yes. 


2745. The next is a journal, or intermediate book, 
embracing all the transactions of the cash books, items 
that are not cash, remissions, for instance, which are 
to be posted into the ledger. Tlie ledger is an account- 
book, showing every possible account, and brmging to 
a focus all the transactions of the office ? — Yes. 

2746. If you had such books as these, do you think 
that the ward ledgers would have been left in their 
present unsatisfactory condition as regards their incom- 
jdeteness ? — Well, indeed, I do not. 

2747. Do you not see that they, of necessity, would 
have been balanced? — I do. 

2748. In order to complete your ledger? — Yes. 

27 49. It is clear the accounts should be kept on the 
double entry system, and, moreover, I think the officer 
who has charge of the books should he an experienced 
book-keeper. 

2750. Chairman. — You have told us at the time 
your father was receiving the money that it was pos- 
sible, by looking at the ledger, to find the amount of 
arreai-s due on particular premises. Up to wliat time 
did that continue to be so ? — Up to 1870. 

2751. How was it that system ceased in 1870? — I 
cannot say. Mr. Hanlon would be the proper person 
to explain that to you. From tlie date of my pro- 
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motion I am prepared to answer any questions, but I 
tlunk Mr. Hanlon should be accountable up to the 
date of his retnement. 

2752. In 1870, when this ceased, who was the gen- 
tleman who looked after tlio ward ledgers 1 — Mr. 
Hanlon. 

2753. And you don’tthink you should be called on 
to answer as to thatl — I do not. 

2754. When you became chief clerk you found 
tliose arrears were not entere<I t — I did. 

2755. Did that cause embarrassment in the office, 
the fact of the arrears not being entered 1 — I know it 
did. 

2756. When a person went into the office to pay 
rates was it as easy to tell liim the state of his ac- 
counts! — Indeed it was not. 

2757. I believe that in latter times people going in 
to pay rates were detained a lengtli of time in the 
office, and would often leave without paying them, and 
afterwards give trouble to the collectors ? — Yes. 

2758. Did that detention and delay arise from the 
fact that you had not got the arrears to refer to ? — It 
certainly caused some of the delay. 

2759. Did it throw any additional duty on the re- 
ceiving clerk and render his position more onerous 1 — It 
did. 

2760. Has there, in fact, been considerable delay in 
the office when a person went in to pay rates 1 — Very 
frequently. 

2761. What has that ai-isen from? — Partly from 
the fact tliat tliere was only one clerk to receive the 
money, and the number of people to be attended to. 

2762. Do you ascribe it to ajiy other cause ? — The 
fact of the ainears not being brought forward would 
account for it. 

2763. Have complaiuts been mado;-by people going 
to pay rates that the rates will not be taken from them 
in reasonable time ? — Certainly ; and my attention 
was frequently called to it by the receiving clerk him- 
self, Mr. Lambart. 

2764. Have complaints been made of ratepayers not 
only liaving been detained, but 2 iot having been tieated 
with the courtesy, the public have a i-ight to expect ? 
— Frequently. 

2705. Have you cau.scd tliose complaints to be 
investigated ? — I have. 

2766. Did you find tliem well founded ? — Occasion- 
ally, I did. . 

2767. Do yon consider that occasionally in later 
yeans tliere lias been in the office, towards the public, 
a want of projier coiu-tesy 1 — Most unquestionably, on 
some occasions. I spoke to the Collector-General 
liiiuself and he investigated some of these cases and 
reprimanded the officers whom ho considered in fault. 

2768. Was tliere any person especially complained 
of? — TJie gentleman most before the public was Mr. 
Lambart ; Mr. Pony was also in the office, I heard 
comjilaiuts made of him. 

2769. HavecomjJaiiits of that character beennume- 
rous ? — V ell no, they have not been numerous. 
Peside.s tliat I find in many instances tlie ]mblic them- 
selves have been hard to deal with. Many men 
coming into pay taxes do sowitJi I'eluctance; and expect 
an amount of civility and attention that it would be 
hard to give them, 

2/70. But in some cases you found complaints well 
founded 1 — Yes. 

2771. Give us a specimen of the clmractcr of those 
complaints, for it is a matter that has been a good 
deal spoken of? — I lioai'd ratepayei's say they ^vould 
not come into the office at all, because tliey wore not 
civOly treated and that they would not 2 >ay anyone 
but the collector. Instances have occiured to myself 
where pai-ties came to me ujistairs and left me a 
cheque for the rates, and stated tliey would not go into 
tlie cash office. 

2772. Did you bring these mattei-s under the notice 
of the Collector-General ?—Geiiei-ally I did, and the 
minute book of the Collector-General will show that 
he took notice of it on more than one occasion. 


2773. Have you any power of coiTecting that, excent, 

by reprimand ? — None. ■* ' ' 

2774. The Collector-General has the power? Ijjn 

Collector-General can, 'l cannot. The Collector-General 
has tlie power to impose a fine, commencing at IQs 
and going up to £2. 

2775. Has that power been exercised ? I think it 

has ; my belief is that it has. 

2776. Have you known complaints made as to 
delay at a time when there was not any pressure on 
the office staff below, when the staff were not over- 
worked ? — I think so. 

2777. Have they been more numerous when the 
office-staff was overworked ? — I thiuk not. 

2778. The complaints are of incivility and want 
of courtesy to the public, not merely that they 
canuot.be attended to by reason of the exigencies of 
business ?— Of course ; and those complaints often arise 
from the office being crowded. 

2779. Do you think the power of fining, which 
the Collector-General has, do you think if that were 
exercised that it would be sufficient to check any clerk 
from acting in that way ? — I think it would. 

2780. You don’t think you would require any special 
power* for tliat ? — No. 

2781. You have told us that you yourself were not 

responsible for what occurred before you became chief 
clerk. Wheu you became chief clerk did you bring 
under the notice of the Collector-Geneial the change 
whicli h;ul taken place in the books fr-oin Mr. Staim- 
ton’s time, and the fact that it was attended with diffi- 
culties in the office 1 — I did, several times. 

2782. Wliat reply did the Collector-General give to 
that. First, are the comiuunieatious from the officeis 
to tlie Collector-General verbal ? — They generally are 
wlien the Collector-General is in Dublin. 

2783. You never send written minutes to one 
another ? — I think not. 

2784. Or written reports?— I sent the Collector- 
General a written report when he was absent. 

2785. On that subject ? — Yes ; about the arreats not 
apjiearing. 

2786. When was thatreport? — In 1876. 

2/87. Is that report in the office? — I have got a 
copy of it. 

2788. Mr. Murray, — W as that soon after you be- 
came chief clerk ? — It was. That is my letter to the 
Collector-General. It is dated 28th August, 1876. 

2/89. What was the date .of your becoming chief 
clerk ? — It was shortly after Mr. Hanlon retfred. 

2790. CiiAiRJiAS reads the letter of the 28th Au- 
gust, 1876, viz. ; — 

“ Collector-General of Kates, 

“Olllce — 43, Fleet-street, Dublin, 

“ liay c£ August, 1876. 

“My Dear Sib,— T ifr. Grierson lias not as j-et given me tlie 
names of lii.s securities, .and will not, as far as I can learn, be 
released from altoiuiancc nt the National Bank before the end of tlie 
first week of next month, but eren were he ready at once to com- 
mence duty, I would refrain from acting upon that portion of your 
letter which directs me to clischarge Mr- Kay, until I had explained 
and begged you carefully to consider mv' views as to how doiii- so 
will afreet the working of tlie deiiartmeiit. Ton wm recollect that 
about 1st October last, before the vacancy caused by Mr. Haalon’s 
retirement had occurred, you employed Mr. Ray owing to the 
oiionnous arrears that had then accumulated in the office from one 
cause or other. Mr, Hanlon retired on the Cth Jauuary, and, as 
I have stated, Jlr. Grierson is not vet in a position to commence 
duty, so that we have liad the extra hand for not more than three 
months. One member of your staff, Mr. Duffy, was absent for six 
inonth.s and aiiiitiier, Mr. laimbart, absent for more than si.x weeks 
during the period witli_ whioli I am dealing, so that in reality tbe 
staff was _/bj- more Ikan fvur moaihs $lwrl a /lanrf, and this iii the 
face of existing arrears. 

“Mr, Ray is a most excellent and industrious clerk, and owing 
to his exertion a consideiable portion of the arrears have been gut 
under, but an iimnense list remains undis))Osed of, and unless his 
services shall be retained, at least for the present, tlie arre.ars of 
necessity will increase rather than diininisii. I enclose vou parti- 
culars of the existing arrears, I need hardly say to you, as a man 
of largo business experience, that in a great department like this, 
with ample funds at its disposal, arrears of office work should not 
be allowed to accumulate. It is tbe duty of those responsible for 
the irorking of the department to have'thom cleared off as ex- 
peditiously as possible. 
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“I suggest to j-ou that not only shoutil Mr. Ray be reta ned, 
but that a couple of extra hands should be employed until all 
arrears ahall hare been completely pulled up. You will then be in 
position to determine accwaiAy whether the current work can bo 
done by the permanent members of the office staff ; and it it can, I 
jliall be as sincerely anxious as yourself to dispense witb all the 
temporary assistants, but you may take ray word for it that unless 
you get rid of the arrears, and I pledge myself that it cannot be 
done by the existing staff, the department will be injured, and that 
you, as the person responsible ior ita working, may be involved in 
blsme and trouble. 

0 lean say no more to yon on the subject, aud if you do not 
consider it right to act on my suggestions, and that charges sliall 
continue to be made against the department, consequent on the 
accumulation of arrears, no part of the blame can be fairly attributed 

* “I am, my dear sir, 

“ Very faithfully yours, 

“ (Signed), M. P. V. Taaffe. 

Denis Moylan, Esq." 


There is a reference there to aiTeai-s, does that refer 
to aii'ears in the business? — It does. 

2791. Have you got the particulars of the then 
existing arrears? — I have (produced). 


Chaiumait reads list of arreai'S, via. ; — 


Retuhs of ABnE.ARS of OFiucE BL'sisEss picpatcd for the 
information of the Collector-Gesebal of Rates. 
PosTlNO OP Pat Siiebts. 


Kingstown, not posted from 
South Rural, J 

North Rural, 

City. 

North Dock, not posted from 
Royal Exchange, „ • 

ilerchants’-quay, ,, . 

Usher’e-quay, „ • 

Wood-quay, 

Warrant, „ 


31st December, 1874. 
31st December, 1875. 


1st July, 1876., 


Irrecoverable arrears not written off ledgers with the 
exception of some for the past four' years. 


Mountjoy, 

North City, 

Nortli Dock, 
Botundo, 
Fitzwiiliam, 
Maosiou House, 
Merchaiits’-quny, 
Royal Exchange, 
South City, 

South Dock, 
Trinity, 
Ushcr’s-quay, 
Wood-quay, 
Rurals, . 


Warrants aud remissions. 


Doclaratians, warrants, and remissions. 
Warrants and remissious. 


Declarations, warrants, and remissions. 
Warrants and remissions. 

Declarations, warrants, and remissions. 


Warrants and remissions. 
Declarations and remissions. 


" The office ledgers for the cunent year, with tlic exception of 
the Arrau-quay and Rural Districts are not completely assessed. 

■'The accounts for 1875, including voluminous schedules have 
not been prepared for the auditor. 

“With the exception of the Arran-quay Ward, the arrears have 
not been transferred to this year’s ledgers. 

“ Three of the clerks have still to get their leave of absence for 
the present year. 

“ The following work is of a most pressing cliaracter, and must 
be immediately commenced, viz. ; — the preparation of the Rate 
Books, Ledgers, and Collectors' Books for next year. 

“ I need uot say that the Collectore’ Books for the present year 
were not prepared in proper time, and as I have above mciuinndrt, 
the Lodgers arc in a most iniperfcot state. 

(Signed) “ SI. P. V. Taaffe, 

'• Chief Clerk, 

•‘28 August, 1S7G.” 


27 92. You mentioned the pay sheets were not posted 
up for a lengtii of time. Do you mean the pay sheets 
brought in by the collectors were not posted up in the 
ledgers ? — I do. 

2793. Howthenwas it possible if a person came into 
the office and wanted to ascertain from the ledger as to 
wliether the rates on any particular premises in Kings- 
town were paid from the 1st Jauuai'y, 1875, up to tlie 
‘late of this letter in August, 1876 — how was it pos- 
sil)le to ascertain it? — It wa.s impossible from the 
otficR books. 


2794. So that if a ratepayer came into tlie office, and Jnn- ». lats- 

said “ I want to know what my rates are, and I will p 

give you a cheque for them” — you could not tell him 1 'paaffu. ' / 
— No. 

2795. He would have to go away? — He would. 

They could not be ascertained for him. 

2796. As to this letter you wrote to the Collector- 
General, and which has been read, did you get a reply 
to it? — T did. It is dated 29th August, 1876, from 
Hanogate. It is as follows : — 

“ Prospect Hotel, Harrogate, 

“ 29tb August, 1876. 

“My dear Taaffe,— 

“ I have read with attention youra of yesterday, and I cannot 
honestly subscribe to the views you put forward. Of oourse 
Mr. Ray will be continued until the new appointment can be made 
available. You labour under a strange delusion respecting my 
power to pay large suras for scrivenery. The original rules issued 
for the control of office duties pointed out the course to be pursued 
on special occasions — namely, suspending the hour, of four o’clock 
for tlie staff to retire, and requiring additional attendance. When 
1 made a minute in accordance with tliis rule, Mr. Hanlon, in tlie 
most unworthy manner, deceived me by writing that the work 
could be done within the ordinary hours. I am convinced that on 
Mr. Fitzgibbon’s retiring a stringent mode of audit will be adopted, 
and the heavy payments for scrivenery disallowed. Were the gen- 
tlemen under your charge more industrious and less inclined to 
idleness, the vast amount of arrears you name would not exist, 

Mr. R.iy, who had the disposition to give value for the remunera- 
tion lie received, did more than any two of those under your control. 

You have omitted a duty which should be discharged, that is the 
inspection of insolvent and other arrears, for which £40 was allo- 
cated. t have constantly expressed a wish to take charge of a 
portion of such inspection 

“ Truly yours, 

“Denis Moyl.vx. 

“hL P. Taaffe, esq." 

2797. What does he mean there by sajriug £40 
was allocated for that particular duty ? — After Mr. 

Moylan’s appointment he dii-ected me to inspect these 
insolvent premises ; and when the classification was 
made the salary of the second clerk was reduced, and 
ou Mr. Moylait’s representation I got an increase of 
salary, which is referred to there. 

2798. Was that over and above the amount that 
would he mentioned in the classification? — It was. I 
wrote to the Collector-General, stating that he was 
labouring under a mistake ; that I had inspected the 
premises, and that in fact I was obliged to do it, be- 
cause there is a return to be made to the Corporation 
— a return of the Grand Jury an-ears, and a declara- 
tion is required to be made, and I made such declara- 
tion. 

2799. Had you further conversation ivith Mr. Moy- 
lan on the subject? — I wrote on 1st September, 1876, 
as follows : — 

" Collector-General of Rates' Office, 

“ 43, Fleet-street, Dublin, 

“ 1st tlay of September, 1876. 

My Dear Sib, — I am iu receipt of yours of the 29th, and regret 
that you do uot consider it right to adopt my suggestion. I am 
not, I assure you, labouring under any delusion whatever as to 
your powers, and am aware that from the veiy inception of the 
department, scriveners have been from lime to time employed in it. 

My father tells me that, as well as Jiis memory serves him, Mr. 

Staunton had fftcen or sixteen extra liaiids emploj’ed during the 
first year, aud that he docs not think a single year passed during 
which one or more were not engaged. 

“ The correspondence at the lime shows that the small number of 
clerks were appointed with the view and iateution of, at the busy 
season of the year, getting temporary assistance. 

“You are quite in error in saying that I ‘ have omitted the in- 
spection of insolvent or other ai-rears.’ I have already tliis year 
inspected the lists for several wards and would have had that duty 
finished ere this but that the multifarious calls on the time of the 
collectors have prevented them having them ready. Now that the 
31st August is os-cr, I will at once complete tlie inspection. 

“ You forget that it is necessary that I should make a declara- 
tion that I have done so every year, and tliat I did so last October 
respecting tlie lists for 1874.' IVe have been tremeudously busy 
hero this week, and have got a great deal of money. There were 
several people here np to 11 o’clock. 

“ I had a visit to-dav from a gentleman wlio had just returned 
from Harrogate, and was glad to hear that you were looking very 
well. 

“ I will write to you again to-morrow, and will then expect to bo 
able to give vou aii idea of the amount of the collection for the wcek- 
“ Very faithfulli- yours, 

(Signed) “51. P- V, TA.t.rrn. 

“Denis Ifoylan, Esq .'O.L." 
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2800. Was there any further correspondence 1 — 
Yes ; Mr. Moylan’s reply to that letter. It is dated 
2nd September, 187G. It is as follows : — 


“ Prospect Hotel, Harrogate, 
2ml Sept., 187G. 

“ My Dear Taafi'h, — R especting what you state about un- 
limited acrivenery, Master Lyle's observations on a very moderate 
amount charged under that head in one of Mr. Staunton’s earlv 
accounts, if X recollect correctly, the sum diil not niueli exceed 
£100, or perhaps, £150. The Collector-General wrote an expla- 
nation tliat the outlay was exceptional, and irould in future be 
reduced considerably. 

“ The Privy Council rules anUcipated occasional pressure and 
provided to meet the dilEculty by suspending tlie hours for atten- 
dance. Facts arc much safer to relv on instead of vague recollec- 
tions or hearsay, eonsciiuently the army of sixteen clerks could be 
only for a few days at the formation of tlic dopartraeiif, and before 
the staff was completed. 1 dare say the first account.s can be had 
avhioh contain the items for serivenory. I tliink on consideration you 
must admit that the dutic.s of first clerk and those of inspector are 
more than inconsistent. The claims on your time in the altered 
position you occupy should not admit of discharging an increased 
dutj-. 

^^“Tho only ward yon reported to me as inspected was Mr. 




“Truly yoi 


2801. Adicl Mr. Moylan then returned ^ Here- 

turned. 

2802. In the first letter written to you he stated 
that were the gentlemen under your charge more in- 
dustrious and less inclined to idleness such an amount 
of arrcsirs would not have existed. Was there want 
of industry in your office 1 — I don’t think so. 

2803. Hid the Collector-General follow up that 
chai-ge as to the doing of the work He did not. 

2804. Had you ever any conversation with him as 
to bringing before the notice of Government the fact 
that tlieve was this large amount of arrears outstand- 
ing? — I had. 

2805. When was tliat 1 — On seveiul occsisions. 
When the Collector-General told me he did not con- 
sider tliat lie lia<l power to employ scriveners, I told 
him that he ought to ajiply to tlie Government if he 
liad any difficulty about it. 

2806. Was there any letter written on that subject ? 
— No. 

2807. Did the Collector-General give you any reason 
for that ? — No ; lie con.sidered the arrears could be 
pulled up if the officor.s dischai-ged their duty. 

2808. When were these arrears, as to Kingstown, 
pulled up ?— 't'Jiey are not perfectly pulled up at the 
present moment. 

2809. What is the present state of your books as 
reganls the jiosting up of an-ears ? — They are not fully 
jiosted up. 

2810. Are any of the ward-ledgers a year in arrear ? 
— Tlie rural ledgers are. 

2811. Are any of the ward-Iedgere for tlie city fully 
posted uj> to the present time ?— Not one. 

2812. What is the average amount of an-ears on 
ward-ledgers for the city at the present time ?— I 
should say about a month. 

2813. Any of them more than that? — I don’t think 


scrivenei-s for the preparation of the books, and con 
sequently a great deal more time -will be given. 

2817. What was the occupation of the clerks during 
the month of January last year ? — Preparing the book* 
and posting up the pay lists for the previous year 

2818. In a considerable number of cases that wa 
not done ? — Certainly. 

2819. In January when tlie clerks ought to he post- 
ing up the arrears what were they, doing? There 

would be more arrears if they were not employed on 
them. 

2820. What amount of time does the prepar-ation 
of the books for the collector take ? — Some of the 
collectors’ books were not prepared until the end of 
May, 1876. 

2821. How many clerks are generally engaged 
that work ? — Two were employed on it last yean 

2822. If you had two clerks employed exclusively 
in preparing the collectoi-s’ books, what time would it 
take ? — Little more than a montli keeping them con- 
stantly at it. 

2823. Suppose you allocated that duty to twoclerk.s 

in the office, if disturbed by other business, would 
it take more than a month? — It would, I think the 
collectors ought to have the books in the first fortni'-ht 
in January. ® 

2824. What is the first time you can commence to 
prepare these books ?— They might be commenced in 
the month of August, everything but tlie fi»uies. 

2825. Mr. Muitin\y. — The revised valuation would 
not be in it ?— No ; but that could be added. 

2826. Chaieman. — C ould the preparation of these 
books be facilitated by using printing more than it is? 
— I don t think so, the streets and door numbers only 
could be printed. 

2827. 'Would not only one copy be requii-ed for each 
street ? — It wonld be an expensive way of doing it. 
There are new build^s erected and alterations. ° 

2828. Do you think that if you had a sufiioient 
staff and help that you could, without difficulty, have 
tliese books ready and in order in the third week of 
January? — I could. They used .to be ready in old 

2829. How were they ready 'before the end of 
January 1 — Because two or three clerks were employed 
doing extra work at tliese new books. 

2830. Were they paid for that extra work ? Tliey 

were. It was a [.system approved of in old times by 
the autliorities, some of the clerks had veiy small 
salaries and this was intended to supplement their 
salaries. 

2831. Is the delay at present also to be accounted 

for by an increase of business on the clerks ? No ■ I 

don’t think there has been much increase of business, 
.riie staff of clerks is one short, and seven men have 
now to do what eight did before. 

2832. Up to the present year it was not done by 
this extra scrivenery work? — Not the entire of it. 

2833. In old times it was ? — It was. 

2834. And the means by which they were got ready 

in former times the extra scrivenery work was "iven 
up ? — Certainly. “ 


2814. As regaixls the otlicr matters mentioned here, 
tlic An-an-quay warrants of remission, and so on were 
they written off?— Some WGi-e and others not. If 
they were written up, a great deal more accurate re- 
turns could be made of the arrears than could be made 
now. 

2815. With the exception ofAivan-quay the arrears 
were not transferred to this yearly ledger. Had you 
any conversation vvith the Collector-General on that? 
— He would not pay for it as exti-a work, and we could 
not get it done in the office. 

_ 2816. Give us a sketch, commencing with tlie be- 
ginning of the yeai-, of the duties you liave to do. Take 
January. How are the officers in the department 
employed in tlie montJi of January ? They are em- 

ployed posting up for the month of December, and 
preparing books. This year Mr. Moylan has given 


2835. Was that economy? — Mr, Moylan did not 
consider that he was justified in expending tlie money 
on scrivenery, 

2836. That is a subject on which you had a coires- 
pondence with him ? — Yes. 

2837. After tlie books are prepared what would be 
the next extra work to which the clerks would be 
put? — The system of the allocation of the money is a 
very complicated one, and would take a considerable 

2838. It would take a considerable time to hear 
about ? — I have already described to you the system of 
checking accounts in the office. Each morning it is tlie 
duty of a clerk to take up the office block of the previous 
day and ascertain how much of that is paid in the Arraii- 
quay ward to the consolidated rate, how mudi to the 
watei- rate, and so on. That is calculate<l, and the 
gi-oss tot is made up of the day’s collection, I5th 
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Soptem’oer, £124 Is. Id. That is checked with the 
bulk docket and the cash-book every day. That takes 
,ip a considerable time. 

3Ii'. Phipps. — A soi-t of analysis? — Yes. That 
is coutiimed every day in tlie week, and the gross 
iunmmt paid into each ward calculated every Saturday 
morning. 

28Sy. Ml'- Moreay. — I s the same clerk kept to that 

Yes, generally. The amount received in the 

office on each Saturday is ti'ausferred to another sheet — 
this one. You will sec tliis amoiuit £152 11s. Od. is 
transferred to the allocation sheet. The amounts of 
each collector’s pay-lists are analyzed and put into 
that sheet, and a gross tot made, for each ward, and the 
oiitire collection for the city is brought out here. The 
oiitii'e amoimt of rates collected in tlie city in that week 
jg £10,400 10s. 5d. Those figiii-es liaving been dis- 
covered they ai'C transferred to another sheet — aux- 
iliary sheet number one. TJiis sum £3,097 12s. 5^Jd. 
was put in hei'e. That is done in order to ascevtahi 
wliat proportion of that should go to sewer mte, 
police tax, grand jury tax, and poor rate. 

2840. Mr. Phipps. — Does it also show the particular 
iissessment? — The yearly assessment it does. These 
liimres when ascertained are transferred to another 
sheet, auxiliary sheet nuinher two, to ascei-taiu tlio 
iiiiiount of each rate going to each particular asscss- 
iiieut, and also to deduct two and a half per cent., the 
clMU-gc for collection which is tiausfei-red to the olBco 
account every ilonday, the same time tlie transfer is 
laaile to the several accounts. 

2841. You pay over to tlie several Boards tlie actual 
amount of money received on their account ? — Ex- 
actly. 

2842. Mr. Hanlon refei-red to some arithmetical 
ciilculations ho made. Can you explain that ? — lliese 
iirc the tables to which Jlr. Hanlon rofaiaed — an allo- 
ciitioii table. Having ascertained there was £3,000 
mill, then wo wanted to ascertain how much of that 
sliould goto poor rate, and oftliat£3,000 T find of that 
£140 6s. 10(7 to sewer rate ; £292 13s. 8c7. to police 
tix; £878 Os. ll^d. to Grand Jury cess ; £S0-i- 17s. 
7(1. to poor rate; and the £878 Os. \\\d. to tlie im- 
provement rate. 

2843. Thatis the distribution of the £3,000? — Yes. 
That would make it a little more in each, You have 
got the figures given down to pence. 

2844. CnAiiaiiVy. — I see in thei-eport for 1875 and 
1876 a sum of money mentioned by a note as coiitri- 
liutions by Govoniineiit in aid of rates? — The cx- 
ptauation of that is this. The Government buildings 
wore exempt from rates, and within the last three 
years- the Lords of the Treasury made a grant of rates. 
They got a return of what would be the valuation if 
there was an assessment, and they' paid tlie amount for 
which they would be liable if Government property 
was liable. That came in hi a lump sum. 

2845. Do you allocate tliat to the various rates ex- 
actly in tlie same way ? — E.xactly in the same way ; 
treated in cveiy respect as a payment of rates. 

2840. In the first page of this report you mention 
the sum notified for collection in 187G, £280,271 6s. 
O.ji/., and tlie wliole amount received in that yeiu- 
is £255,842 5s. 5d. Taking the difference between 
the.se two as the deficiency on the assessment is ob- 
viously not correct, because £255,842 5s, 5d. embraces 
arrears in former years. For the purpose of com- 
piiiison it does not exactly show the arrears on the 
as.sessment for one year, but, taking, one year with 
aiiotJier, the deficiency is about the same ? — Yes. 

2847. This sum of £280,271 6s. — does that 

include the amount tho Government contributes 1 — It 
does. 

2848. That is a thing wo would like to know. The 
Oovernment contribution docs not ajipoar in the as- 
scssment-book? — It does not. 

kir, Phipps. — In tho calculation I made I discovered 
the Government contribution had nothing to do with 
the assessment. Tliere is a note explaining that on 
page 7 of tlie Eeport of 1876. 


2849. CiiAiRH.AK. — Is that sum tlic tot of the ./oh.o, isis. 

assessment-book ? — It is not. That includes the Go- p Y_ 

vermnent gi-ant. Tn;ille. 

2850. £280,271 — does not that include the Govern- 
ment grant? — It iloes not. 

!5Ir. Phipps. — I n the statement which I made I ex- 
cluded the Government contribution. 

2851. CiiAiUMAX. — Fertile purpose of comparison 
it does not ap)>ear here in the sum of £280,271, and it 
ought not appear here (in tlie amount collected)? — 

Well no, for the sake of comparison. 

2852. Sir. Phipps. — T he object was to show the 
money was paid over to the various hoards. It was 
distributed, and that was tlie object of introducing it 1 
— Yes. It was allocated to the various boards. 

2853. CuAiRMAS. — During what period has the 
Governnicut been jiaying that contribution? — I tlmik 
tliey made two or three payments. It was three years’ 
payments. 

2854. You have explauied to us tlie system of allo- 
cation, and that takes a considera.ble time from the 
staff? — It does. 

2855. That roust bo done weekly? — It must. 

2856. That cannot be done without the ledger being 
posted u]>? — It can. 

2857. It is a mere distribution of tlie ca.sh received ? 

—Yes. 

2858. Explain to tlic Commissionei-s what other 
Work you have to do in the office. Have you anything 
to do about tlic jury lists ? — No. 

2859. That is done entirely by the collectors? — 

After the collectors have made tlieir inquiiies there is 
some clerk’s work to be done, but not within the office 
hours. 

2860. Are the lists prepared by the collcctoi-s them- 
selves ? — No. The statute imposes the duty on tiic 
Collector-General. 

2801. State exactly what is done as to the prepara- 
tion of tlie jury lists ?I— Tho collectors hand mo a list of 
names,, and they are put in dictionary oixler and ar- 
ranged, and those arc handed to the Collector-General. 

2SG2. Are these copied after office hours? — They 
are. These are paid for sepai-ately. 

2863. The collectors, I presume, are resjionsible fuv 
making proper inquii-ies, and having proper names on 
those lists? — They ai-e. 

2864. Does the Collector-Gcnei'al revise them in any 
ivay ? — Yes. He looks over them. 

2865. And any errors made by the ccllcctoi-s are 
corrected afterwards ? — Of coui-se. 

2866. Does it often happen that persons who claim 
O-xomption from being on juries come and give hitima- 
tion direct to the office? — Yes, frequently. On some 
occasions they consider theii' names have been put on 
wi-ougly. 

2867. Do you make entries of such applications ? — 

Generally I do. The collectors make a note of it, so 
as not to include those parties the following year. 

2868. Are these applications frequent? — Not very 
frequent. 

2869. You are careful to attend to them when made? 

— Certainly. 

2870. Do you exercise your own knowlciigc in going 
through tlie lists? — I do. 

2871. I believe a great number of men practising 
in certain professions are exempt, such for instance as 
apothecaries ? — Y es. 

2872. You strike out those names? — Yes. 

2873. In the last Jury Act there are provisions by 
which persons who do not occupy houses theuisoives 
ought to be returned on jury lists, persons entitled to 
real estate? — Yes; but practically that is a dead 
letter. 

2874. The only machinery for that is by the col- 
lectors? — Yes; by making inquiry on the subject. 

2875. Are many juroi-s put on by reason of that 
clause? — Very few, There is nothing to conijjel persons 
to give the collectors information. 

2876. There are provisions in the Act of 1876, in 
reference to Directors of Public Companies being put 

R 
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Jan. 9, i8 7». oil the jury lists irrespective of being occu 2 >iers of 
Mr.M.P.V. — Yes; the plan v^e adopted for getting their 

•J'aaffc! ' inn'ies, was by addressing a communication to the 
secretary of each company, and asking them to fm-nish 
a list of tlie directoi-s. 

2877. Did they do sol — In very few cases. We 
adopt the course also of aijplying to the head of 
each department for a list of its officers. 

2878. Do you insure that medical men and apothe- 
caries are not put onl — I consider that the collectors 
do their -work most carefully. 

2879. Do you get returns showing who practise 
medicine in Dublin?— There is such a list in 2hom’s 
Directory. 

2880. Do you use it at all ? — I do. 

2881. Mr. Phipps. — The allocation to which you 
have referred — under what authority do you make it 
weekly? Why not make it monthly?— I think it is 
a Privy Council Order. 

2882. Would it not save much labour if made 
twelve times a year instead of fifty-two ?— Certainly, it 
would save a great deal of time. At the same time 
I consider it much more satisfactorily to do it weekly. 
If mistakes occur they can ho more easily corrected. 

2883. If there were a proper system of accounting 
no mistake would occur. If it could he reduced to 
twelve times a year, would it not very much relieve 
the labour of the office? — It would. 

2884. Mr. Murray. — Is it more convenient to the 
Hoards to get it weekly?— Certainly; the Boards would 
liave serious objection to any alteration being made. 
The Boards would object altogether to having it made 
only once a month. J'’or instance, the Water Works 
CoiiimittcG frequently make applications to tlie Col- 
lector-General to make payments on account. 

2885. Suiij)o.sc an average payment were made once 

a month, would that satisfy the Boards? I don’t 

think so. 

288G.,Mr. Phipps.- I f you advance them money 

monthly and make your allocation once a year? I 

think that would not do either. 

2887. Mr. Brooks. — Witli reference to the ques- 
tion of the jury lists, do you know, Mr. Taaffe, 
whether membovs of the mercantile community hav- 
ing offices in such places as the Comiucrcial BuDdings, 

Leinster Chambers, and in those houses where 
there are large suites of offices occupied by gentlemen 
extensively engaged in mercantile affairs in the city of 
Dublin, but i-esident in the suburbs, whether those 
geutlemen arc enabled by tlie present system to evade 
their duties as jurors? — They most unquestionably 
are. No man is returned on the list who does not 
occupy premises separately rated. 

2888. CnAiRiiAN. — But that does not arise on 
account of any default of your department in carry- 
ing out the law, hut it is on account of the law itself 
as it now exists ? — It is owing to the defective state of 
tlie law itself. 

2889. Would it bo legal for you on account of the 
infonnation you receive to put the names of such 
gentlemen on the jury list?— It.would not. The per- 
sons whom the Collector-General isdii-ccted to return 
are jiersons rated at .£20, and those men arc not rated 
mthat sum separately, I may take this oiiportunity of 
inentiomng, as wc are now upon the subject, that for- 
mci'ly a great number of persons who were occupiers 
Ilf the Commercial Buildiugs were all rated, but in order 
to evade the possibility of service as jurors they got 
themselves taken off the rate-book, so that at present 
niily the name of the secretary of the buildings, Mr 
bhed. Stokc.s, appears on the book ; and I have not the 
slightest hesitation in saying that the course pursued 
m taking the names of the other occupiers off the rate- 
book was done for no other piu-poso than to enable 
them to evade service on jm-ies, and I may add that 
indeed Mr, Stokes told me as much himself. 

2890. You of course receive the precept for the 
malnug out of the list from the Clei-k of the Peace, 
who sends them to the Collector-General?— Yes ' 


RATES INQUIRY. 

2891. And that precept states the class of persons 
who are to be put on tlie list ? — Yes. 

2892. And you are obliged to follow the directions 
thus given by the Clerk of the Peace 1 — Yes. 

2893. And are the <lirections such that you cannot 
put the geutlemen to whom I have referred on the 
list ? — We cannot put any peraoii on the list es 
cept a £20 rated occupier, with, of course, the excep. 
tionof those persons who were liable to serve on account 
of freehold or leasehold property. 

2894. The same tiling could be done Jaot merely in 
respect of public buildings, but if a mau were anxious to 
evade serving he could do so by getting a friend of 
his exempt under the statute to be rated for bis house 
or for two or three houses ? — He certainly could. 

2895. Could he not evade service if he considered 

it desirable to take so much trouble by the course I 
have indicated ?— Certainly. Cf course the person 

liable to serve should be in occupation. Malcinganotlier 
man a permissive occupier would at once do away with 
his qualification as a juror. 

2896. I think now you have told as well as you can 
all that your office has to do with the iireparation of 
the jury list ? — I think so. 

2897. Will you direct your attention now to the 
r.aiiiamentary franchise list, and will you tell us what 
the duties of your office are in connection with that 
list? — The Parliamentary votei-s list is not made out 
in the office at all, or at least not during office horn's. 
It is paid for as extra labour. I shall be happy to 
describe to you the ooiu'se I adopt in framimg that 
list. 

2898. What course do you adopt ? — In the fimt in- 
stance there is a printed list for the present year. Now 
next year when I come to prepare that list I v ill go 
over the rate hook and check oi'er the names on the 
printed list with the rate book, and I will put a check 
mark on the rate book when I find a new name is 
there, and if I find that any name published on the hst 
ha.s been removed from the book I strike it out of the 
list. I then ascertain whether the printed list is per- 
fect by going over the lute book and inserting luiy new 
name or tho name of any person who may have been pre- 
viously struck out oil account of not paying taxes, but 
who had since paid tlieni. These lists ai-e then copied 
and handed to the collectors about the 1st of July, and 
imiuediately after that they set to work and strike 
out the names of any persons who have not paid theii' 
rates, or of any persons who may have been wrongly 
inserted, and insert tlie names of any persons who 
ought to have beeninserted. These lists are then sent to 
the Town Clerk, and it is his duty to have them printed, 
and we hear no iiioi'e about them until the revision 
comes on, and then the collectoi-a attend before the 
Revising Ban-istei's and assist them in revising the list. 

2899. You stated in the fii-st instance that you got 
the previous year’s list, and that you took the assess- 
ment hook or rate book made out for that year and 
compared them. You ai-e aware of course that 
under your original statute it is only the occupier 
of a house over £8 tliat is rated ? — Certainly. 

2900. And you are also, doubtless, aware that by 
the Act of 1868 that persons who are rated for a sum 
over £4 are entitled to the fnnicliise? — Yes. 

2901. Do your assessment hooks show on the face 
of them who the occupier of a house is that is rated 
between the sums of £4 and £8 ? — Only in the event 
of his being a yearly tenant. 

2902. Will yon tell us, on account of the legjil 
point that arose, what the directions ai'C tJiat you give 
the collectoi-s for the purpose of making out the assess- 
ment boob ? — The direction of the Collector-Genei'al, 
acting under high legal advice, is that, tliey are not 
to insert the name of any person who is a weekly or 
monthly tenant on the rate book, but tliat if tliey find 
a person occupying premises yearly, rated between £4 
and £8, they are to put him on. It is not only in cases 
between £4 and £8 that the weekly or monthly tenant 
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is not rated, but in otliov cases, uo matter wliat tlie 
value of the pi-emibos may be, he is not put on the 

'^3903. You say that tlie Collector-G cnei~.il gives that 
dii'ection upon legal opinions given to him ou the sub- 
ject Yes ; there wero two cases submitted. 

2904. I think it wouhl be as well if we Jmd those 
two legiil opinions 1 — I have not got the original docu- 
ments, but.tho opinions are printed. 

3903. Very -well, we will have them taken down in 
our notes. ^Vliat means have the collectors of ascer- 
taining whether a man is a weekly or monthly tenant 
or a yearly tenant 1 — Simply the inquiries made at the 
premises. 

290G. And do they take tlie word of the man. him- 

ggjft They take the best available information. 

There is no power of comiielliug any person to give 
them information, and I believe ms a consequence of 
that state of things that tlicy get a great deal of 
wren" information. 

2907. For instance, if you ask the man himself and he 
tells you that he holds the premises by the year, would 
that iiifonnation be sufficient to justify you in insert- 
ing bis name 1 — Yes ; I don’t know that the collectors 
liave any means of getting further information. 

2908. And ou the other hiiTul, I suppose if a man 
told the collector th.at he held the premises by tlic 
week or month, tliey would not insert his name 1 — 
Yes. 

2909. Does the Collector-General give any directions 

a.stothatl He gives directions that such men ai'e 

not to be inserted ou the list. 

2910. I am not talking about any dii-ectioas as to 
the making out of the list, but I am asking does tlie 
CoUoctor-Uoneral give any directions as to how the 
eoUector.s are to acquire information 1 — Well I cannot 
say that he actually docs ; the pi-actice is, that when 
the collector is going his round making his collection, 
or serving his notices, it is his duty to make every in- 
quiry he can as to who the occui)ier is, and to satisfy 
himself as w'cll as he can, if he is entitled to have Ids 
name inserted ou the rating or assessment book or 
not. 

2911. Do you know whether the question ha.s been 
decided by any court of law, whether a person who is 
a weekly or monthly tenant is entitled to be on tlie 
late-book, for the purpo.se of exercising the jnivileges of 
the fianchise 1 — I have heard it asserted by the Ke- 
vising Barrister that they ought to be put on. 

2912. Do yon know whether both Devising Barris- 
ters arc agreed in that opinion 1 — I don’t know whether 
Mr. Fero-uson is of that opinion, but I know that The 
JIacDermott, Q.c., has expressed a strong opinion that 
weekly or monthly tenants ought to be j)ut on the list. 

2913. Do you remember what the opinions of their 
prcdcccssoi-s were ! — hly impression is that Dr. Kaye 
Wiis of opinion that they should not be put on. I know 
tliat up to the present year tlicy have not been put on. 
Mr. Hyndman also said they should not bo rated, and 
I have heard it argued by tlic ropresontatives of tlie 
Uoiiservative party in the iluiiicipal lievision Court 
that such tenants hiul no right whatever to he put on 
the list. 

2914. Is not that a question — take for instance the 
Parliamentary franchise — is it not a question that 
could bo decided by bringing it before tlie Court of 
Appeal in revision cases! — I certainly think so. 

2913. And have neither of the political parties had 
it dcicidcd in tliat way ! — They have not. 

2916. The only tribunal or way of a.scertaiuing 
W'hetlier such tenants ought to bo inserted, or whether 
they ought not, would be by taking the steps I liiivc 
just indicated! — I think so. 

2917. Mr. Brooks. — Flave you any power to take 
such steps! — Certainly not. The only way the point 
could he settled would be by having the que.stion raised 
ill any one man’s case, and then having tlie matter 
brought into the Queen’s Bench. 

2918. You say tliat Dr. Kayo, the i-evising barris- 


ter, was of opinion that these tenants should not be /an. 0 , 1878 . 
rated? — That is my impression. y 

2919. It a man came before him and made a cLaim xaafte! 
as a weekly or monthly tenant, and Df. Kaye ilecided 

that he would not put him on the list of voters — would 
not Uiat man have the power of appeal ! — But Dr. 

Kaye has not done that. Ho declined to go into a 
case of claim under those circiimstaneos. If a man 
appeared before Dr. Kaye, or before the other levising 
barrister, and proved that ho was in occupation fov 
tliG statutable time, and showed that the rates worepaid 
on the premises, he would be put on the raiiiameutaiy 
votei-s list, even if he did not appear on the rate- 
book. 

2920. Supposing a man came forwaivl and stated 

that he was in occupation a reasonable time, or 
the requisite time, and that, in addition to that, ho hail 
paid his rates, and said ho Was a weekly or a monthly 
tenant ? — He would be put on. 

2921. Do both the revising bairisters agree in that 
opinion, and that course ! — Certainly ; but the griev- 
ance under which such a man laboni-s is this — 
that he will not ajipear on the list for the next year, 
and that he will have to go through the same process 
in order to support his claim, and appear before the 
revising i:iarrister in order to get his name on the list. 

2922. If he has a right ultimately to he put ou the 

list, assuming he is the requisite time in occupation, 
and that it should be done, you do so! — As regard.s 
tliat, we have acted upon the opinion of the Attoi-ner- 
Gcncral for the time being, and one of tbo Sergeimts-at- 
Law, now Judge Warren, aud hir. Justice Barry. The 
Attomey-Gcneral, in his opinion, says tliat 

2923. Cn.UKMAX. — I think it would be better if 
you read the opinions for us? — Yes, I will. The At- 
torney-General, Mr. Warren, in his opinion, says : — 

“Tlic question iiivolveil in this case is one of extreme ilifRcnlty, 
but aftoi- tbo best consi<lcr:ition in my pou-oi', I U.ave arrived ut the 
conclusion that the G3rd section of the 12tU.md 13th Vic., chap. 91, 
is not repealed as to rateable property let to weekly or monthl\- ten- 
ants, or in separate apartments. The collection of anmial rnte.sfrom 
weekly or monthly tenants presents an absurdity that certainly was 
not intended by the Legislsturo. I conair in Sergeant Barry s 
opinion on all the points of the case, and strongly recommend the 
proceedings to enforce the rates, to enable weekly or monlbly hold- 
ings or separate apartments, should be taken by summons and not 
by distress. „ 

“ (Signed), Koeebi K. 'Wabbes. 

“ lltb Sovembor, 18QS.” 

Mr. Sei'geant B.iiTy, in his opinion, states : — 

“ I am clearly of opinion that in the Irish Ileform Act of last 
session the legislature liafl no intention of in any way altering the 
rating of premises let in separate ap.nrtmeiits or to sveeldy or 
monthly tcuants. Tlio general language of the repealing clause in 
tlio 19tli section creates a difficulty, but I ivill advi.se the Collector- 
General to assess such promises or tbo owner e.xactly as before. 

“C. It. Baiibv. 

“ 3tb Kovember, 1868.” 

2924. And the way in which you liave done that is 
by putting him on the i-ate-book 1 — Yes. 

2925. And that is the difficulty alluded to? — Yes, 

292G. Ill point of fact tliose are tlie opinions which 

you liave got, and upon their bases your directions are 
given to the collectors ? — Yes. Those are the direc- 
tions given to tlio collectors. 

2927. Have you heard any complaint in your office, 
either to the Collector-General or yourself, as to the 
collectors discharging their duties in a negligent way. 

I don’t now siicak of their not putting on the r.ite- 
book persons who me weekly or monthly tenants, be- 
cause that has been explained ) but, liaving regard to 
those things that they are bound to do, have yon 
heard complaints of theirnot discharging thcii' duties I 
— Numerous complaints. 

2928. From whom ? — From the agents of tlie jio- 
litieal parties. 

2929. Have those complaints been matin verbally 
or addressed to the office in writnig?— -I cannot re- 
member having seen any written complaints.^ 

2930. Did they come personally to the office then, 
aud speak ou tne subjects of which they complained 
—Frequently they have come. 
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!7a- 21)31. Is it to your office they would come to speak 1 

y — Yes. I have also lieard tliem make complaints in 

the Revision Court. 


they are not. Formerly they were disfranchised biu 
nov/- they are at liberty to vote if they desire to do 


2932. Are those complaints dii-ected to the fact that 
the persons wlio are entitled to be on the rate-})oolc 
are not there, or to tiie fact that mistakes are made in 
reference to their latc.s, and that they ai-e returned as 
unpaid, when, as a matter of fact, they liave been paid; 
or, to the fact, that persons are on the bools 
wlio have no right to be there'! — Both classes of 
mistakes have occurred. A groat number of com- 
plaints have been made that the names of persons 
who ought not to appear on the rate-book still remain 
there, and that the names of pei-sons who ought to be 
on the list are not put on. For instance, dead men 
Jiave been left on. 

2933. Arc those complaints well founded? In a 

great many instances they are very well founded. 

2934. And Irave the collectors through whose 
negligence these comjdaints have arisen been in any 
way punished or reprimanded by the Collector- 
General t — The Collector-General has over and over 
agam cautioned them and begged of them to be more 
careful in the future in connexion with the discharge of 
their duties in these respects. 

2935. Has the Collector-General fined any of the 
collectors for tlieir neglect 1 — I don’t think he has. 

2930. Have you found that these complaints have 
been made more in the case of one collector than 
another 1 — Indeed I have. 

2937. Would you be good enough to state who are 
the collectoi-s of whom eomplaints have most fre- 
quently been made 1— Well, one collector was dis- 
missed, a Mr. Bolton. The Lord Jlayor and the 
assessors refened to the matter in the Revision Court- 

2938. I recollect that case. It has been referred to 
before ; but with reference to the present staff — have 
complaints been made with reference to some of the 
present collectors more than of others ?— Well I 
tlimk the only collectors of whom I have not heard 
complaints aie Mr. M'Intyre and Mr. Weatherup. 

2939. Has it been alleged that any of the collectors 
in tlie office, in doing their duty, have been biassed 
by 2 >olItical considerations? — I have heard that asser- 
tion made over and over again. 

2040. Have you ever investigated the matter, to 

ascei-taiu whether or not that allegation was true 1 I 

have in some instances, and the result of my inquiries 
and of my experience is tliat any default of theirwork 
has not been caused by a desii-e to benefit any or either 
of the political parties. 

2941. Docs that opinion apply to the whole of the 
collectors ?— I really do not think there is a collector 
in the office who would do anything in tlie course of 
the discharge of his duty to benefit one political party 
•or the other — that not one of them would fail in the 
discliarge of his duty for the purpose of assisting either 
one side or the other. 

2942. You ha-\-e already told us tliat complaints 
have come from both political parties ? — Yes. 

2943. Have you ever heard of a case in which a 
collector refrained from collecting rates for a very Ion" 

time, for the purpose of disfranchisuig a peison 1 I 

have licai'd that said over and over again. 

2944. In the office ? — Yes. 

2945. Has that statement emanated from political 
agents 1 — Yes. 

294G. Have you ever iuvratigated as to the ti-utli or 
otherwise of the assertion ? — I have ; and I may say I 
do not believe tlie statement at all. 

2947. Have you been overburdened with complaints 
ni!ide against the collectors who, it was skitecl, had not 
collected rates -with the view of disfranchising, and 
would you then say that the negligence of the non- 
collection arose from other causes ? — I would say it 
arose from remissness, but certainly not for the pur- 
pose of disfranchising. 

2948. Are the collectors in the office jirohibitecl 

from taking part in any election for voting? Indeed 


2949. Wlien was the change made 1 — In 1868 

2950. So that now they are allowed to vote? .r,. 

tainly, they arc. '' 

2951. In the course of Mr. Moylan’s evidence re 
ference was made to a complaint that arose astosom- 
of the collectors being connected with a political chit 
Have complaints been made to yon about that?—! 
did not hear the observations made about that. 

2952. Have complaints been made at tlie office or 
to the oflice tliat one man, a collector, was associated 
with, or emiiloyed in, a political club ?— I thinic no 
man in the office after his appointment was connected 
with a political club. 

2953. Do you remember Mr. Moylan referrino' to 
a letter which was addi-es.sed by tlie Government to 
the Collector-Genei-al, inqninng whether a certain 
person named in that letter was a paid official of a 
political club ? — There were no names mentioned in 
that letter. 

^ 2954. Kindly read the letter? — I will; it is as fol- 


,c , “2nd illav, 1S77. 

Su^— Iain directed by tlie Lord Lieuteii.mt to acquaint vou 
that a representation has recently been made to His Graee^ln- 
certain members of the Corporation of Dublin and of tlie lioarda df 
Guardians of the North and South Dublin Unions witli reference 
to the introduction of a Dill for the better eoilectioii of rates intlic 
city of Dublin, in wliich inia- alia it is stated that there are soma 
feoentlemcn m your ofhee. some of wliom are riate-CoIlectora ^ 7 l|o 
are paid officials of the Constitutional Club ; and I am to request 
that you will be so good .as to acquaint me, for (he infnrinaliou oi 
Ills Grace, whether .any person oniplovod in votir Department is 
now a paid official of that club. 

“ Your obedient servant, 


2955. Did you make inquiries then, based on that 
letter ? — Yes. He asked every individual member of 
tlie staff, and was answered by each that they 
not paid officials of the Constitutional Club. 

2956. "Was it ever found that they had been paid 
officials from the time they entered the office ?— Itn-us 
not- I was not present at the time the Collector- 
General asked, but tliey all denied that they had 
been. 

The Chaii-man read letter of 4th May, 1877, viz. 


“43,- Flcet-strooti 

,, o r , “ 4tb Blay, 1877. 

biB,— In reply to your letter of tlie 2nd insUnt, I be" to 
state for the information of His lixcolleiicy the Lord Liculcnant. 
that I have made strict inquiry respecting the statement llial 
mere are some gentlemen in my office who are paid officials of tlie 
Constitutional Club. 

^ I beg to report that no collector or officer in this department 
IS at present a paid official of the Constitutional Club or any other 
political associ.ition. 


“(Signed) Diisis SIovlax, 

, „ , “ Collector-General ot Rates 

“llios. II. Burke, esq., 

“ Under Secretary lor Ireland, 

“Dublin Castle.” 


2957. Now, you nieutioned that a collector was al- 
lowed to resign ; what was liis name? — Bolton. 

2958. What was the date of the earliest complaint 
made against 3Ir. Bolton in your office?— A very full 
report was made to the Government by the Collector- 
General at the time, and I think he gave them alistof 
the complaints which he liad in his mmuto-book against 
Mr. Bolton. Of course a copy of that can be pro- 
duced. 

2959. Do you remember if the complaints made 
against Mr. Bolton extended over more than a year! 
— They did. 

2960s They beg.au more than a year before he was 
dismissed ? — They did. 

2961. He was fined on moi'C than one occasion!— 
Ho was. 
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*’962. Amltlie complaints were constantly recurringl 
— Tliey were. 

‘’063- I lielievG, as regards Mr. Bolton, the com- 
n’-d'its were not merely in reference to liis duty as a 
rate collector in keeping money from the public, and 
not making payments, but also as to tlie way he dis- 
cliar'^ed his duty in connexion with tiie Parliamentary 
and Municipal lists ? — Quite so. 

29G1. In every department ? — Yes. 

2965- Was it alleged that he was biassed by his 
<)olitical prejudices!-— I heard that assertion made. I 
Ilo not belie^-e it, though. 

2966. On what side was it alleged that he was 
biassed! On the Conservative side. He was a Con- 

servative himself. 

2967- And he was fined on several occasions! — He 

2968. Could you give any reason why the circum- 
stance "*as not brought before the notice of the Govern- 
ment for more than a year after these, complaints were 
commenced! — I can. Tliat the Collector-General was 
very reluctant. On every occasion that he was repri- 
manded the collector made excuses, and promised it 
would be the last occasion it would occur. I interceded 
cm more than one occasion for him ; his uncle and 
other friends also spoke for him, and made promises 
on his behalf of amendment. 

2909. Was it ever brought before the notice of the 
Government until the Lord Mayor publicly referred to 
Bolton’s conduct, and pointed out the gross inaccuracies 
of which he liad been guUty ! — It was not. 

2970. And was it in consequence of that reference 
by the Lord Mayor it was brought forward! — That 
capped the thing; the Oollector-Genei-al was not 
aware of the negligent manner in whicli he discharged 
his duty in reference to the burgess roll ; he liad no 
opportunity of knowing until it was brought forward 
in the Rea ision Court. 

2971. But he had knov\m of other matters! — He 
had, and he constantly threatened him on every 
occasion, and said it would be the last chance he 
would give him. 

2972. Have you got the correspondence vrtth the 
Government on that subject! — I should say so, in the 
■office. Here is the letter of TthDecember, 1877, com- 
municating the Lord Lieutenant’s decision on the case : 

“ Dublin Castle, 

“ Vth December, 1877. 

“ Sm,— IVitli reference to your communication of the 3rd 
ultimo, staling tliat you had suspended Mr. E. P. Bolton, one of 
l';c collectors of ratc.s in the city of Dubiin, in consequence of 
‘his having failad faithfully to discharge the duties of his office, 
and to my let ter of the 8th ultimo requesting you to obtain from Mr. 
Bolton in writing any observations he might wish to offer in 
explanation of his conduct, and to your further letter of tlie 22nd 
ultimo submitting the explanation received by you from Mr. 
Bolt'in, with your observations thereon, I am directed by the 
J.oid Lieutenant to inform you tiial Ills Grace does not consider 
Mr. Bolton's explanation to be in any degree s.atisfiictory. His 
caicl'’S5nesa and inefficiency are practically admitted in liis defence, 
and there do not appear to be any grounds for the invostigafiou 

‘•Under those circumstances liis Grace is of opinion that Mr. 
.Bcilton cannot be permitted to retain any longer the office which lie 
h.is so inelficiently filled ; but loohing to the nature of the c.iao His 
Grace thinks that he may be permitted to resign. 

“ T have therefore to request that you will inform Mr. Dolton of 
nU Grace’s decision on his case, and at the same time c.all upon 
liini to resign his appointment, giving him to undci-staml that if he 
dnc.s not do so it will become liis Grace's duty, in the interests 
of the public service, to order his dismissal. 

“ Your obedient servant, 

“ (Signed) T. H. Bcrice. 

“The Collector-General of Rates." 

2973. Now I tliink you told us about tliese Puvlia- 
nentary lists, they were done out of oflice hours ; 
arc they paid for from any source ! — They are paid for 
by the Collector-General himself; he is allowed com- 
peusatiou by the boards, £50 from each union for the 
preparation of the list; he pays out of that amountfor 
the doiug of the scriveueiy work. 

2974. Is tliiit done by clerks in the office, or given 
to other scriveners ! — The first part is done by me, and 
this year and last year the copying of the ILsts was done 


by a temi’orary assistant, Mr. Ray, referred to in the Jan.o, is’s. 
corresponJeiicf. y_ 

2975. Toll us what duties of the office are in con- -paaffe. 
nexioii with the municipal franchise! — We have no- 
thing to do with the preparation of the munici]>al list; 

it is prepared by the Town Clerk in the Town Clerk's 
office ; any entries he considers necessmy are made 
from the Collector-Gencrars books, which are open for 
his inspection, and he then prepai’os a list of the jier- 
sous he considers ought to be put on that list, who 
are rated for the full period of two years and eight 
months ; this list is then sent down to the Collector- 
General’s office by the Town Clerk, and the collectors 
j’voceed immediately after the 31st August, marking 
tlie amounts paid and the amounts due, so as to show 
the persons who arc qualified for the municipal fran- 
chise ; the list is then l•ctumed to the Town Clerk, and 
he prints <a list of the jiersons who have paid their 
rates, and omits the names of those returned in arrear. 

2976. Is the only duty in your department, in re- 
ference to these lists, that of correctly marking tlie 
ptiyments and non-payments!— That is all, so fai- as 
these lists of the office are concerned, but there is an 
enormous amount of labour thrown on tho collectors 
in investigating claims to be put on these lists, claims 
served by the agents on each side, going round and 
investigating these. 

2977. How is tliat labour thrown on tlieni — I under- 
stood the preparation of the list was tlirown on the 
Town Clerk? — He only inserts the names whom ho 
finds to be rated for two years and eight months. 

Any person not rated for tlie full two years and eight 
months can claim the franchise by sewing a notice of 
claim to the Tovvui Clerk, and would have a right to 
make his claim before tlie Lord Mayor and his assessors 
though his name did not appear on the list jirepared 
by the Town Clerk 

2978. So the care in preparing the collector’s book 
must affect that list! — Certainly. 

2979. And in that respect the Collector-General’s 
depaitment is responsible for that list! — Yes. 1 will 
tell you how that responsibility arose. The section of 
the Act of Parliament throws the duty of preparing 
the list entirely on the Town Clerk, and provides that 
he shall call on the collector to attend at Ids office and 
give him such information as he may requii-e. That 
was the way it was originally done ; but it did not 
work well, and by an arrangement between the Town 
Clerk and the collecloi-s, with which tlie Collector- 
General lias nothing to do, the collectors marked the 
lists in the office, and tliey are paid, not tlirough him, 
but through No. 3 Committee, for doing what is really 
portion of tlie Town Clerk’s work. 

2980. So that in point of fact the duty of the col- 
lectors in referencs) to that, is to attend at the office 
and give all the information with a view to enabling the 
list to be properly made out! — Certainly; they are 
only to answer the questions put by the Town Clerk. 

2981. And when claims are served is it also their 
duty in connexion with the claims! — It is. In refer- 
ence to the complaints tliat were made of the mode in 
which the list was prepared this year, I have consider- 
able experience of it for eight or nine years, and the 
list pre^iared by the Town Clerk this year was the most 
imperfect that ever came under ray notice. An cnoi- 
mous amount of omissions and mistakes u'erc in the 
list prepared in the Town Clerk’s office, to which the 
eollectoi's had nothing to say. 

2982. Who was responsible for these mistakes!— 

I say the Town Clerk. 

2983. As I understand, the Collector-Gonerars 
office has notliing to do with the preparation of tlie 
list ! — The Collector-General has nothing to say to it. 

2984. And the duty of tho collectore is to attend 
the Town Clerk and give liini correct information so far 
as they know it! — Certainly. 

298.5. And thns appear on tlie office rate-book 
merely yearly tenants rated above £4, and not jiersous 
who have hoii.ses lot by the week or by the mouth ! 

— Yes- 
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2086. You mentioned that the list prepared last 

year was the most imperfect within your recollection 

that a number of persons were omitted. Were the col- 
lectors in any way i-esponsible for that?— I do not 
think they were in any way in the world. 

2987. Did tJie names omitted appcar ou the rate- 
book ?— They did. My impression is, that the Town 
Clerk’s rate-book was not properly compared with the 
Collector-Genei-al’s before the lists were made out. 

2988. So 1 understand, from the list prcpai-ed by 
the Town Cleric, there were a number of names 
omitted whicli actually appeared in the Collector- 
General's book ? — Certainly. Names appeared on the 
list prepared by the Town Clerk that were not on 
the Collector-General’s boob, and name.s were not 
returned, which were on it. For instance, one ward, 
Mr. MTntyi-e’s, names were entirely omitted from the 
list of persons in occupation, and for whom claims had 
been served, and the iii-st way it was brought under 
my notice was a claim Mr. M'Intyre had not put on 
the list to be investigated. It was not his fault at 
ail, and it had occurred at the Town Clerk’s office 


altogether. 

2989. I think there is only one other matter, apart 
from the collection of rates, witli whicli the colloctoi's 
in your office have to deal, the election of Poor Law 
Guardians ? — Yes. 

2990. Has the office any distinct action from the 
collectors in reference to that?— Nothing in the world, 
except tliat the Collector-General was to direct sen 
and-so, collectors, to attend at the unions. 

2991. And the only thing that arises bn that is 
what the collector themselves have told us they do ? 
— That is all. 

2992. Now, what provision is there insule in your 
office for preserving the correspondcnco with the 
offices? — There has been no provision whatever. A vast 
amount of correspondence has disappeared altogether. 

2993. Arc there letter books kept in the office 1 

Yes; since the pi;csent Collector-General’s time at 

least a short time after his appointment, a letter book 
was kept. No letter book was kept premously. Con- 
sequently wo have no copies of the letters sent in Mr 
Staunton’s time to the Castle. 

2994. Mr. Piiipp.s, — A r-o you aware, as a general 
rule, that in Government offices documents are kept 
together on any partioulai- subject, and arc attached to 
one another, and there is a system of registration ? 
— I am quite aware of that. 

2995. CnAiRirAN.— Is there anything of that kind 
in the Collector-General’s office? — Tlierc never Avas 

2996. Can yon account in any way for the disap- 
peai'ance of a great deal of the correspondence spoken 
of ? — I cannot. 

2997. I suppose it is the duty of the chief clerk to 
look after that department ?— The Collector-General 
keeps all those papere himself; he has a safe in his 
room in which lie locks them up. 

2998. And all the letters are in the immediate 
charge of the Collector-General ?— All in hi.? own imme- 
diate charge. Tliere is a letter hook in which all 
letters arc copied. I have got it here. 

2999. There is no paper room in the office as iu 
public offices? — There is not. 

3001), Mr. BIuiutAY. — To what extent do the duties 
of the collectors come under your notice as Chief 
Clerk?— Well, under the immediate direction of the 
Collector-General, I superintend them all, They con- 
sult me on almost every question that arise.s. 

3001. You know cverytliing that goes nil as regards 

their duties pretty well ? — Well, I think I do. 

3002. Are you aware that in maiiv cases— some 
cases at all events— persons who have been able to 
pay their rates have not paid them?— I liave not the 
smallest doubt about it. 

3003. You know it a.s a fact?— I have not the least 

doubt in the world about it. 

3004. Do you also know as a fact that persons re- 
ceiving high official salaries, memhci-s of the judicial 
bench, and memhers of the Corporation, have been 
allowed to go into arrear ?— I am quite aware of it. 


3005. Has tliat been done with the con-nirm^, , 

the office ?— It has. o^zanee 

3006. Have the collectors done their best to haven- 
rants issued in those cases ?— No ; I do not think 

3007. They have been returned in the ai-rearsheeh 

have they not ? — They have, occasionally. ^ 

3008. Under ivhoso directions have the Avarmiit 

been issued against those defaulters? — lam itotawi ^ 
tliat they have been issued at all, * 

3009. They have not been issued? — They have not- 

3010. Does not that have a prejudicial effect on 

your collection ? — Decidedly. “ 

3011. And also on the temper with which col 
lectors would ivork their district ?— I am aware tliot 
that also has occiu-red. 

3012. The law has not been ]iut in force witli i-cfe. 

rcnce to those who do not pay and Avho can p-vv Tt 
has not. i • j « 

Mr. Diiooics. — Are there reasons ivhy the names of 
any officials or inembei-s of tho Corporation shoiild 
kept back. 

Chaikman,— N ot the sliglitest, tlie names that I 
.asked tlie various collectors about were names I never 
heard of before, but tliat I had on the sheet before me 
Mr. Mukeay.— I putmy question in general fum' 
because it Avas objected to the otlicr day aa-Iicu I wislied 
to bring out specific names. 

Mr. Brooks. — So far as I am concerned I do not 
know the name of any single person Avho is in anear 
m the Corporation, and therefore I kuoAv no reason 
for saying it would dissatisfy anybody at present, hut 
1 tJiink lor the honour of the Coiqioration, aud assis 
ting the collectors and tlie Collector-General, and for 
the public interest, that these names ought not to ho 
A^thheld. As far as I am individually concerned I 
do not cai-e in the slightest whether they are or not 
but-I mentioned the subject the other day and tiie 
class of cases referred to by tho collectors. If a man 
Avei-e to rim into arrear till the month of Dcccn.hn- 
and if in the month of December he paid up, I do not 
thinlc it Avould be fair that his name should be vii en 
as a defaulter because it is a system of the oflice* hut 
there is a distinction between that case and the man 
who does not pay at all. 

Mr. Murray. — I refen-ed to those who fell info 
arrear but Avhosc names do not apjiear on the aiTear 
shcet,s, aud, inasmuch as some names on the arrear 
sheets have been mentioiK^d, I do not sec why thwe 
names should not be also given. My observations on 
tho last day were confined to persons who paid uj) in 
the month of December, but it is a different thing with 
regard to those Avho are left on the arrear sheet.s. 

Mr. Taa^e . — You liave not areturn of the arreai-s 
of 1877— when you get that return you will hai’e all 
those n.ames. 

3013. Mr. Murray, — How many years did thatga 

back over ? ^ j o 

^ Mr. Taaffe . — The list I have undertaken to snpnlv 
is a list for 1877 and 1876, 

3014. Can yoii go fai-ther back than that?— No, I 
do not think it is possible to prepare them fartlior 
back than that. 

3015 Mr. Brooks.— M.ay I ask you if the Corpo- 
ration has been in an-ear in payment of tlio rates from 
the water mains ?— Certainly, it Avas only nuderthreat 
ot legal proceedings tliat the Collector-General suc- 
ceeded in getting paid. 

3016, What reason was assigned for the failure to 
pay tlie nates punctually ?— In the first instance they 
alleged tliat the rating on the mains came on them alto- 
gether by surprise, that when they estimated their 
expenditure they never took that into account. 

3017. That is, non-liability ? — Yes, that the mains 
were not valued. 

3018, If the liability was admitted what rciisou was 
given for the non-payment of the arrears on tlie Avater 
mams? — One very capital reason they gave Avas the 
state of the coUection — tliat money not being given to 
them they Avere unable to pay. 

3019. Chairman’. — "RTho Avaa tho gentleman that 
was receiving rates in the month of December last iu 
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your uffice — was it Mr. Perry 1 — Mr. Lambart and Mr. 

Bourbe. , T , 

3020. Now, here is a letlei' that ihave received; it 
is ail answer to an invitation the Commissioners 
rrftve and I think it is right tliat tlie attention of the 
otllco should he directed to it. It is dated January 
8tli ISIS signed George Greer, hlr. Greer went 
flp]wrent!y very honestly to jiay his rates, and was 
told that' they hud been paid already, and the money 
would not be taken from him. Can you give any 
explanation of that 'I — I will inquii'c about it. 

.3021. Another thing I should like to know is this. 

Suppose wlien a man comes into your office and 

tenders a year’s taxes when there ai'e two years’ taxes 
due will you take one year’s from him 1 — That depends 
very ranch on the opinion of the collectors as to whe- 
ther he is able to pay the two years’ taxes or not. If 
VC tliought he could not pay the two yeai-.s, we would 
t.a):o one year’s, but if we thought that by putting pres- 
sHi'o on, and refusing to take less than the entire 
iimcumt, we could get it, then we would not take less. 

3022. Mr. Phipps. — Don’t you think it ought to be 
taken with respect to the first year, not the second 1 — 
bo it would be for the first year, not the second. 

3023. Tliat is not refusing it on account of the second 
rear ! — That would not be done at all. 

3021. Mn. Brooks. — Have you ever refused tlie 
payment of an arrear when tendered in the office ? — 
It lias been refused by the officer in charge. 

302.5. Chairman. — That is what I mean? — Cer- 
tainly ; and for this reason, that a collector may have 
been' running after that man over and over again, and 
have got promises, and when he could not get less than 
the entire amount taken fixmi him, he, under the threat 
of a sumraous, or something of that kind, rushes into 
tlic office, and tliat is one of tlie reasons why I am 
entirely in favour of abolishing the cash-office. 

3026. At the same time, as a matter of principle, if 
a man becomes in an-ear, assuming that he teudei-s it 
as against the an-ears due, ought it not to be accepted ? 
—It ought, but it has not been the practice. 

3027. I suppose it is true what we have heard from 
a number of collectors, that during the latter part 
of the month of December, and at other seasons of the 
year, there ai-e such a number of persons in the cash- 
office, that tlie money cannot be received ? — Certainly ; 
tiic cntii-e staff of the office could not receive it. 

3028. And that from the fact of there being such a 
crowd there, great inconvenience is caused to the 
public who come to pay their rates? — On the 31st of 
December I brought the Collector-General down my- 
self to look at the crowd in the office, and it was per- 
fectly impossible to get from one end to the other. 
The office was crammed. 

3029. Do you tliink the public would be injured, or 
would suffer hardship, if the cash-office, as connected 
with the Collector-General of Rates’ Office, was abo- 
lished altogetlier? — I do not; I think it would be a 
gain. 

3030. Do you tliink it would be a desii-able thing 
that the collector in each ward should attend in the 
office on one day of the week? — On two of the week, 
between ten and four o’clock. 

3031. Do you think that the collector should give 
notice that he would attend in his office for two days, 
between certain hours for the payment of the rates 
to him, and that for the other days he should go 
through his district as now ? — I do. Tliat has been 
tried, and is in existence, in the case of all the niral 
collectors, income-tax collectors and poor-rate collec- 
tors, The Rathmines collector only attends at the 
Coinmissionei's’ office a couple of hours. 

3032. It would result in additional labour on tlic 
collectors? — It would not. 

3033. Mr. Mdriuy. — Would not tlie result be that 
there would be more pressure for two or three days at 
the end of the year ? — Not if summonses were issued 
in the mouth of October. 


3034. Well on the last quarter day on which the Jan. 
money would be payable ? — I do not think tliere would, 

You would have this advantage that you would have TaalTe' 
ten or eleven collectors as the case might be, each at- 
tending to his own district, instead of one man having 
to deal with the whole. 

3035. Mr. Phipps. — On the 31st of December last, 
would it not have been a considerable advantage if you 
had had them in attendance? — Theio were most of 
them in attendauee, but from the enormous amount of 
money received, £10,000, on that day, tlie collectors 
had to go through their districts in addition. 

3036. Mr. Murray. — Would you prefer the system 
of receivhig some of the money in tlie office to receiv- 
ing the whole in their districts ? — I think the public 
ought to know when to meet the collector, and it 
would save the collector himself. 

3037. Chairman. — Take the case of the public, who 
are anxious and wish to pay, hut cannot meet the col- 
lector at the veiy hour that he is tliere? — In addition 
to having tho collectors attend two days in the week, 

I would have it distinctly known that any person who 
would send to the Collector-General a crossed cheque 
would receive a receipt, and the Collector-General, on 
receiving the check, should hand it to the collector, 
and let him send a receipt. 

3038. Mr. Brooks. — Do you think the cash office 
of the Collector-General’s office a suitable and conve- 
nient place for receiving rates at the crowded season 
of the year ? — I consider it a most incouvenieut and 
unsuitable place at all seasons of tho year, 

3039. And calculated to repel visitors wlio have had 
]irevious experience of it ? — I consider tlie whole house 
of the Collector-General's office quite unsuited. 

3040. Mr. Phipps. — The accommodation is not at 
all sufficient ; it is quite possible that the cash office is 
very unhealthy? — It is very unhealthy; low, badly 
ventilated, and dark in winter time, and frequently 
in a dark daj' in summer, they are obliged to have the 
gas burning all day, which makes the atmosphere most 
unliealthy, and I have no doubt, that being obliged to 
live in the cash office has seriously injured the health of 
the clerks of the office. 

3041. I see it is divided by high partitions ; what 
is the object of that? — ^That is in oirier to give a box 
to each collector. 

3042. Mr. Murray. — Do you consider the un- 
healthiness of your office the cause of the mther nu- 
merous absences of yoiu' staff on sick leave? — I do; 

I Imve known, for instance, both Mr. Barnhart and 
Mr. Perry to get severe colds wliieh prevented them 
from being there for some time afterwards, and Mr. 
Lambart was obliged to keep his hat on in tho office. 

3043. Mr. Brooks. — Mr. Taaffe, the system which 
invites tho ratepayers to call to the office and jiay them 
rates is more convenient than that tliey should be col- 
lected by the collectors? — I think the gi'eat majority 
of those who come into the office to pay their rates 
have been driven in by tlie collectors ; there may be 
some isolated eases where men are anxious to part 
with their money, but the great majority of the people 
have been driven in by the collector, and he would 
have got the money if there had been no cash office. 

3044. If the people are diivcn in, why not pay the 
collector? — Tliey will not do that. 

3045. Wliat is the practice of the collectors of tlic 
gas rates ; I know that money can be paid into tlie 
gas office, and that there is tliere a sjjlcudid and com- 
foi'table office? — Yes, they have a magnificent and 
commodious office. 

3046. Do you know wliether there is any particular 
season there incouveuient to the jrablic ? — I never 
heard of any. 

3047. Do you know of auy establishment or insti- 
tution, mercantile or otherwise, that would refuse to 
reccii-e it.s dues in its own office ? — I do not ; but I 
know that if a man went up to pay his poor rates at 
the South Dublin Union they would not be received. 
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3048. Because tJiey arc payable to tJie collector? — 
Because they are payable to the collectoi'. The col- 
lector of Rathmines attends in his office for a couple 
of houi'.s a couple of days in tlie week. 

3049. Ch.^ieman. — T he same way as to the other 
townships ? — The same way as to Pembroke and Kings- 
town, for instance. 

3050. Mr. Phipps, — T he collector being the only 

person autliorized to receive the money ? The only 

person to whom money is authorized to l>o paid. 

3051. Mr, Buooics. — Is there a definite place in 
which to pay the money ?— The Commissioners’ oliice 
in Rathmines. 

3052. Mr. MuRmvY, — What security is given by 
the temporaiy clerk employed in the office? — No se- 
curity at all. 

3053. You run tlie risk? — Ye.s. 

3054. Ho is pei-foimiug tlie same duty as the other 
clerks? — Yes. 

3055. And at the same time security is given for 
the one and not for the other? — Yes. 

305G. And that at the busiest time? — Yes. 

3057. The clerks give the .same security as the col- 
lectors ?-— I think they do. I have two securities in 
£500, and my own bond in £1,000. 

3058. Chaieiias. — D o you see any objection to 
what has been frefiucntly thrown out by the Commis- 
sioners, that the second half yeai ’s rates should be en- 
forced at an earlier period than now, and that, if 
necessary, legal proceedings should be resorted to in 
October, and so on to the end of tlic year?— I quite 
agree with the Commissionei-s’ suggestion, and if tried 
for one year or two there would be very li.ttle necessity 
for legal jiroeeedings aftenvards. 

3059. And would any liai'dship accrue to the citizens 
of Dublin? — None wliatevor. It would only occur 
once a year, for they are only called on every twelve 
months. 

30CO. You have hoard from time to time complaints 
made that the rates were not collected in Dublin with 
the Kami! degree of efficiency as in other places, and 
that the deficiency in each year was larger than it 
ought to be. How would you account for tliat? — In 
the first jilace, defects in the law, 

30G1. What are the defects in the law ? — My opinion 
is that, in the first instance, the preinise.s ought to be 
liable, and not the imlividual. As long as you make 
it a personal rating enormous loss to the rates must 
accrue. 

30C2.. How would you work out the liability of the 
premises? — I would niako ail the good.s found on the 

premises— at all events, to tlie extent of two yeai-s 

liable to seizure. 

30G3. You would make any person's goods, no mat 
ter whose they were, liable for l ates that accrued due 
for two years iireviously ?—I would ; and I would 
make, as in Ratlmiiues, if the goods sold did not realize 
the full amount due — I would make tlie landlord re- 
sponsible for the balance. 

3064. Do you think if. that change were made in the 
law it would bo sufficient to correct the defective 
powers j-ou say you suffer from— viz. , that if the goods 
seized were not sufficient to satisfy the rates tlie land- 
lord should be liable for tlio balance? I do. 

30G5. You would confine tlie liability of the land- 
lord for the same period of two year.s? I -would. 

326C. You do not think it would be fair to make 
tlie landioixl liable for a longer period ?— I do not think 
any person should bo liable for more than two years ; 
it should he made a good or a bad debt in that time. 

30G7. And if you liad this power you ought to be 
.'iblo to got ill ail ai-rears ? — I think so. 

30G8. And if the an-ears were not got in during 
that jicriod, it would arise through the fault of tlie 
collectors and not througli want of any powers assigned 
to them?— Ell tiroly. 

3069, Of course, Mr. Taaffc, it is a desirable thing 
in that way, if you make the promises liable, to confine 
the liability of the premises to sucli an antecedent 


period— that is to make it as short an antecedent 
period as will make it an efficient collection 
tainly. ' 

3070. Because if you make it two years yon w'i| 
have the collection quicker than if you had the arreat 
of three or four years to collect ? — Certainly. J 
tell you another exemption I would be half inclined to 
make. At present vacant houses are not liable to 
rates, and I would be inclined to give the laudlovcf 
this furtlicr exemption — tliat in case he made a statu 
table declaration that he had used every diligence to 
collect his rent, and tliat he lost it througli luf default 
of his, if he. was unable to recover he sliould not Iw 
liable to jiay rates. 

3071. You tliink if a landlord is placed in the posi- 
tion of having a vacant house, or a defaulting teuaut 
in not p-iying him rent, the house should be exempt 
from taxes under these circumstances? — I do. ^ 

3072. Mr. Brooks. — Can you conceive a case like 
that celebrated one— I think it was called the Sontli- 
wark-road case — wliere there was a largo propci-tv 
liable to i-atos of £1,000 a year, and the rent of which 
ivas about £2,000 or £3,000, and which was not taken 
because the landlord would not let at a reasona’ulo. 
rent ? — I have heard of instances of that soi-t, but only 
one occui-s to me at the present moment, but it is a 
typo of the class— a house in Rutland-square, helorc-. 
ing to a Mr. French, for which Sir James Mackey was 
looking, and for which he offered a rent amply suffi- 
cient, but could not get it. 

3073. Cuaieman. — That is Mr. French was exor- 
cising the rights of property ? — Cei-tainly. 

3074. But his object was not to evade the rates of 
the city? — Certainly not. 

3075. You -would hardly go so far as to say a cliaii^e 
in the law would be necessary? — I am not an advocate 
at all for vacant houses being made liable for rates, 1 
do not think tliat tliat ought to be done. 

3076. At the present time there is no po-a-er in fJie 

Collector-General to make any compremise ? There is 

no legal power, the Collector-General has, of course, 
to exorcise his discretion in pai-ticulai- cases where ho 
finds it impossible to recover the rates, “ half a loaf is 
better than no bread,” and it would be veiy foolisli 
to send a portion away because -we could not get the 
entire. I am inclined to think it would be an advan- 
tage if llic Collector-Genei-al had permission to make 
a certain discount at a certain period of the year. 

3077. Mr. Phipps. — That would affect the calcula- 
tion of tlie assessment? — It would, but wo could keep 
an account of it. 

3078. Mr, Murila-y, — What would yiiu allow? 

Something trifling, a shilling in the pound for tlie 
whole year-'s inte being paid in within the first tliioe 
months of the year. 

3079. Mr. Brooks. — At the ra-te of five per cent, 
per aniuiin? — Yes. 

3080. You liave no doubt, x\'hatcver, tliat the land- 
lord, who receives tlie rent of the premises, should be 
liable for the rates? — I have not the smallest doubt. 

3081. In every case? — In every case. 

3082. Would any inconvenience arise by tlie collec- 
tors going at once to the men of substance, and from 
tlieni obtain the taxes, not minding the occupiers?— 

I do not think so, because owners could let the placoif 
not subject to the taxes, and offer to pay the taxes 
themselves. 

3083. But it is alleged that, if the landioixl v-as 
finally liable, the collector would neglect his duty and 
go to the landlord ? — I do not think such a tiling could 
or would occur, and if proper arrear lists were made 
out, then the Collector-General would look into these 
arrear lists, and satisfy himself that the collector had 
not neglected Jus duty in the way you describe, and if 
he found in any case he had done so, it would be his 
bouuden duty to represent it to the Government, and 
call for that man’s removal. 

3084. Do not you think that a sufficient safcgunixl 
would be provide;! if tlie Collector-General was bound 
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iu the first instance to talcs all legal means in his 
i)0wcv 1 — I <lo. 

3085 And that that -would afford a complete safe- 
do. 


3086. Ohairuan. — T he suggestion which you had 
made already about making the premises liable /or tlie 
arrears, for the space of two years, would that meet 
the case, for we have some instiinces In the city in 
which there is a pauper middleman placed between the 
pel-son who has a substantial interest in tlie house, and 
eithei' one tenant occupying it, or a number of tenants 
occupying it all being paujiers ? — It would, because I 
would go back to the fee, I would take the landlords 
one after another. 

3087. But the suggestion you have already made 
•would only extend to the iininediatc landlord? — I 
(lid not intend to limit it, when I sjioke of the owner 
I lueauttho landlord receiving the rent — the beneficial 
rent out of the premises. 

3088. Now to expand what yonr view would be, it 
i.s that, ill the first place, the rate should be chargeable 
.m the premises? — Yes. 

3089. And that in any case the premises should be 
liable for any arreare accrued due for two years? — Yes. 

3090. That if the full amount of the arieiii-s could 
not be realized in that way you could go to the iiniiie- 
diate landlord? — Yes. 

3091. And if from him you cannot recover you go 
a step hack, and so on ? — Yes. 

3092. And at the same time you would remit if the 
landlord made a declaration that he had received no 
rent from the premises, though the house had not been 
vacant ? — Exactly. 

3093. Would you stop that process of going back 
at any time? — I do not think I would, for in some 
cases I have not the smallest doubt that the houses 
were let for the piu-pose of evading the ta.xes, and I 
do not sec it would settle tlic case one bit, if the man 
having all tlie beneficial interest had only to shield 
himself, by having two middlemen instead of one so as 
to place a sham lessor between liim and tlie payment. 

3094. Take this case — suppose a man who sliould 
get some inierest in a house holds it for a long term 
of years — we will take the case of the owner of the 
fee — and tlie rent ho receives is a small sum com- 
l«ire(l with the l aluation of the house wliicli occurs 
very froijuently ? — I think vested interests should 
be protected ; that leases luiulc l)cfore the passing of 
tile Amoiidment Act should not be affected by it. 

309 . 3 , lam taking a case that would apply to al- 
most every house in Dublin, the case of the owner of 
the foe getting a .comparatively small rent out of the 
puiiuises — that would apply to nine out of every ten 
bouses in Dublin — but has no control beyond getting 
that small rent ; the rates may become lai'ger thau 
the rent ; suppose that tlie tenant becomes insolvent 
iiud cannot pay, do yon think it would bo fair to come 
down on tlie owner of the fee ? — I tliink if insolvency 
is proved tlieve ought to be power to remit in case of 
the owner. 

‘ 3006. But in tliat case would not the fabric itself 
cornu into tlie hands of tlie owner of the fee 1 — Cer- 
tainly. 


3097. Mr. Brooks. — Failing in his ongagemeiit, 
the jii-emises would come to the owner in fee? — The 
fabric would. 


3098. To the ground landlord ? — I cannot conceive 
tliat the ground landlord could be at all injured ; he is 
the most remote of all. 

3099. Chairman. — It is very possible that tluit 
cliance would be a remote one ; still, however, we 
sliould consider that. 

3100. Mr. Phipps. — Witli regard to the remunera- 
tion of the collectors and with a view to giving them 
something for Icngtlicned .services, the suggestion was 
made tlic other day that after the expiration of say, 
live, ten, or fifteen ycaa-s’ service, an annual payment 
should be made to tliemin the shape of salaiy beyond 
their commission ; what do you tliink of that ? — I do 
not approve of tliat. I do not approve of paying the 


collectors at all by salary. I think it would be much Jan. a, is 
better to give them an increase in the poundage. I 
think there should be a classification of the coUectore. Taaffo. 
There is certainly injustice done to some men by not 
having that classification. If a man has proved him- 
self efficient and disci larged his duties well, he ought, 
if a senior, liave some better pay than a man just 
apiioiiitcd. 

3101. And you would make that extra pay by an 
increased rate of commission ? — I would. 

3102. In preference to payment by salary? — I 
would ; in preference to payment by salary, 

3103. Do you think there is a sufficient number of 
collectors in Dublin ? — I do not, I think that with 
very gi-eat advantage one more collector miglit be ap- 
]ioiuted. 

3104. CiiAiEJi.AN. — Do you think there is any col- 
lector at tlie present time who has more work thau he 
can do ? — I do. I am most strongly of opinion that 
tlie wards should be ro-dassified, and that au additional 
collector should be appointed. 

3105. Do you think that any rates are lost at the 
present time by reason of a collector having too much to 
do ? — I do. I do not think that any man could properly 
collect the luns-quay and Rotunda Wards, or the 
Fitzwiiliain and Wood-quay Wards. Both the Imis- 
quay and Wood-quay Wards have increased enor- 
mously in late ycai-s, and tlie houses built in them 
are just of the character from wliich it is most difficult 
to collect rates — small streets of private houses wliere 
the occupiers are constantly changing from one place 
to another. I would propose that an udditional col- 
lector be appointed, and the wai-ds classified in this 
way — one for Arrau-qiiay, one for Tniis-quay, one 
for Moimtjoy, one for North Dock, and one lor the 
Noitli City and Rotunda together, one for Fitzwil- 
liam and Mansion House jnit togetlier, a collector to 
Meixihaiit’s-qnay, one to the Royal Exchange and 
South City, and one to SoutJi Dock and Trinity, and 
a collector for Wood-quay — that would be eleven. 

3106. Mr. Murray. — D o you approve of the col- 
lectors being clianged so repeatedly ?— I do not think 
they should be changed repeatedly at all. 

3107. Mr. Brooks. — W as thei-e not a memorial for 
an alteration of their status ?-— There was a memorial 
signed by all except one, recommending that a classi- 
fication sliould lie made, and also asking for a slight 
increase of icinuiieration. It was pi-esented to the 
Colkictor-Geuei'jil, and, as Mr. MTiityre told you, lie 
said lie would not act on it. 

3108. Was that memorial repeated ? — 1 tliink not; 
it never went furtliei' tlian that, the Collectoi-General 
did not consider it right, and I believe it stopped so. 

Collector-General. — The remiinei-atioii is lai'gely 
iuci'eased to what it was years ago. 

3109. Mr. Brooks. — M r. Taafi'e, how does your 

salary compare witli the salaries of tlie collectors ? 

In some oases collectors’ poundage has exceeded the 
chief clerk’s salary, in all cases they are quite equal 
to it, and a collector appointed for one year receives 
more income than the first class clei'ks, as much as the 
chief clerk, and considerably more than ilessvs. Han- 
lon, Peny, luid Lambart. And these salaries are all 
lower tliau in any other public department in Dublin. 

3110. Mr. Murhay. — D o not you consider that the 
collectors’ work is more responsible and arduous than 
that of any clerk in the office? — I most unquestion- 
ably do. 

3111. That is one reason why their sahuy should 
be higher than tliat of the clerks in the office 1 — It is ; 
than that of some clerks in the office, but I tliink it is 
an absurd thing to have a man in a position of some 
control in the department lUid jiay liimb.ss tliaii those 
ho is controlling. At the same time I want to draw 
the attention of the Commissioners to the matter par- 
ticularly, as the scale of salaries in the office is con- 
siderably lower than that of any other dcjiartment in 
Dublin, I do not mean to say for one moment that the 
colleetoi-s are overpaid, they have arduous duties to 
perform and liave not got one bit too much. 

S 
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3112. Mr. BeoOKS. — Tlie salaries of the clerks arc 
lower you say than those of any other public offices in 
Dublin ? — I am aware that they are. As for myself 
I am obliged to work extra to earn anything like an 
income, though fortuiiately I have got some private 
means. Any work I can get I am too glad to get it, 
and I do not think tlie chief clerk in the office ought 
to earn anytliiug by sciivenery. Before you adjourn 
I woidd like to put in evidence the form of ledger I 
have prepared, and that I think ought to be kept in 
the office. 

Mr. Pi£iPPS. — We can have it to-morrow morning 
and also your receipt books and expenditure books. 

3113. CiiAiRMAX. — And, in addition, the number of 
items of collection in each ward ; can that be readily 
got 1 — That would be the number in the rate books. 

3114. Mr. Biiipps. — The number of ratepayer 1 — 


The number of ratepayers; I cannot give you that. 
There is another matter as to the warrant officer Xlie 
Collector-General was under the impression tliat the 
accounts of tlie late wai-rant officer were not capable 
of being checked and I want to set that right, there 
was exactly the same check over the late wanunt 
officer as over the present, and the books .spoken of as 
being kept in a slovenly manner, were merely private 
memoranda lie was not bound to keoji at all. 

Collector-General . — The books presented to me were 
kept in a slovenly manner. 

Mr. Taaffe.—'Bxxt he was not bound to keep them. 
I want to remove a stigma from the man’s character 
he had very lengthened public service, and went out 
without a stain on his chai-aeter ; the late warrant 
officer had no book, to keep and the present warrant 
officer has, and that book was prepared by me. 


Mr. Ilunlon. 


Mr. Chaules Hexry Haxlon- recidled. 


3115. Chairman. — Mr. Hanlon you have expressed 
a wisli to make some observations about a passage 
that occun'ed in a lettor’to-clay, and inasmuch as there 
is a reference to you in it, we tliiuk it is only fair to 
give you an ojiportiinity of saying anytliing you wisli 
about it, it is as follows — The Collector-General 
writes ; — 

“ Tliat I mado a minute in accordance with this rule ; Jlr. llaiilori 
work could be done witiiin the ordinary hours.” 

Is there any observations you wish to make about 
that 1 

Mr. Hanlon. — I would wisli, Mr. Chainiiau, that 
the Collector-General would satisfy you of the work 
he alludes to. I have a recollection of liis asking me 
about the audit of the accounts that I was making up, 
or trying to make up ; and he was for extending the 
houi-s of the clerks. Now the preparation of that 
schedule could only be done by one clerk, and it would 
bo quite impossible that evoiy remission could ho made 
up. They would not be made out for years, and I con- 
sccpicntly said, “ I will close ray account of remis- 
sions at where we are, and I do not think you need 
extend the office hours of four or five gentlemen that 
would not be working at that particular work.” The 
Collector-General said, “Write a minute to that 
effect” ; and there and then, in his minnte-book, in my 
own handwiiting, I inserted words to the effect I have 
said now. If the Collector-General will produce his 
minute-book I will be very happy if you see tlie me- 
morandum I then inserted. 

[Minute-book iiroducod.] 

Chairman. — Here is the minute, dated 7tli Sep- 
tember, 1875 ; — 

*' OwiiiK to the arrenrs in the books of the ollicc, wbicli are 
principally to bo attributed to tlie manner in whicli tlioy are kept, 
and some of the olllccrs of tlie department reiimiiiing .away from 
duty on doubtful iiicdital certificates: audit is absolutely neces- 
sary that the annual accounts for audit bo forthwith prepared. 
Keferriiig to the rules and regulations issued by the Privy Council, 
tliat the ordinary hours of odiee attendance shall be from ten 
o’clock in tlie morning til! four in tlio afternoon, or such other hours 
as the pressure of business may require and the Colleetor-Goneral 
directs, I decree it necessary to require the staff to remain on duty 
until tlie arrears are, got rid of and the annual accounts prepared 
for audit.” 

Mr. Hanlon wrote ; — 

“ I hope to be able to prepare the audit without the office liours 
being extended, as ordered in tlie above minute." 

Mr. JIanhn. — Precisely. The five or six gentlemen 
that he wanted to attend cnnld not be working at 
them. That is the question to which, I presume, Mr. 
Moylan attaches the very ungracious term “ un- 
worthy” to an officer who has served forty years iu 
the public service. 

311G. Mr. hluRRAY. — I see, Mr. Moylan, you have 
initialed this minute of Mr. Hanlon’s? 

Collector-General. — Yes, 

3117. Therefore you approved of what he wrote 
then -i — Yes ; on the understanding that the arrears 
would be written up as well as the audit. 


3118. But your luemoraiidum refers to general ar- 
rears 1 — It docs. 

3119. But this memorandum of Mr. Hauloii’s, 
which you afterwards initialed, refers only to the 
audit? — Yes; but I understood they would be able 
to bring down those arreai’s. 

3120. But there is nothing in this memorandum to 
show, excejit your initials, that this memoi'iuidiim was 
intended to apjdy to anything beyond the audit? — I 
could not say. 

Mr. Hanlon. — Conscientiously or properly i could 
not assort anything else. 

. 3121. — Mr. Murray. — Mr. Moylan, when writing 
the minute, were you satisfied witli the explauatioa 
Mr. Hanlon gave? — As far as the audit goes. I 
thought it would be necessary to have the audit made 
up. 

3122. Did you intend the subsequent minute to 
cancel the first ? — No. 

3123. Did you cairy out your first? — No; itwas 
promised that additional exertions should be made to 
bring down tlie arrears. 

3124. Between the 7th September 1875, and 
August, 1876, when you wrote from Harrogate is there 
any other minute of youre respecting the arrears iu 
the office? — I do not think there is. 

Jlr. Hanlon . — I wish to explain. When I was 
speaking of the case to itr. Salmon, iu looking at the 
an-eavs the Chaimian made an observation but I was 
prevented, or I did not at the time, or I forgot to men- 
tion, that Mr. Salmon did not look at the aireais, 
because he took the unpaid rates out of the ledger 
always and did not, I believe, ever see the arrears, 
hut took them out of the unposted ledger ; and he con- 
sidered it a safer way than to go on the amounts of 
the return furnished by the collector, and iu doingso I 
think he was right and wise. 

The Collector-General handed in the following 
meinoi'aiiclum as to scrivenery : — 

‘‘ I received a iueinori.il from the following officers of llii.? dcpnrt- 

“ Messrs. Taaffc, Sr'Dcnnott, C. tV. Hanlon, Perry, Lambart, 
and Duffy, and rccominciided by Mr. C. II. Hanlon, requesting 
that the 'minute of the 19th nit., be rescinded and putting fot- 
ward a claim for scrivenery to be done at their own residence. 

“ IVith those requests i do not think it con.sistcnt with iiiy duly 
to comply. 

“ Referring to the rules and regulations issued by the Govern- 
ment when this department was created 1 find, amongst others, tlie 
following rule (5): — ‘The ordinary hours of olfice attendance shall 
bo from ten o’clock in the morning to four o’clock in tlie afternuoii, 
or such other hour-s as tlie pressure of business inuy require, nail 
the Collector-General directs.’ This rule, in my judgment, toii- 
tciiiplated the extension of service which I required ami wliicli wilt 
probably terminate this month. On tlie occasion when I wailcii 
upon Mr. Burke, Under-Secretary, in reference to the matter ol 
compensating clerks of tlie department for scrivenery supposed W 
bo done after office Iiours, bo expressed strong disapprobation ol 
such a system, and advised that if I deemed additional hands 
absolutely necessary I should get the work performed by individuals 
uot connected with the olfice- 

“M'ith this view I entirely concur aud have taken in Mr. Uaj". 
to be an assistant during the pressure of this period. I consider 
the removal of books or otiier documents outside of the olbcc 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 


12T 


1 .i.lv olieclionabU, if not cUiigerous. Coiisecinently 1 cannot 
sucli to take place in future- 

tVlien I liacl tbe honour of an interview with His Excellency 
I.. Tnrd Lieutenant, he drew my attention to the continued 
Lass in the expense of rvoridng this estahlishment, and re- 
. f that I would nse my best efforts to curtail same. Tlie 
dhcctinc that tenders should be made for the supply of 
-1 p^- wfs never acted upon until I becaino Collector-General, 
* P^Lnetition was allowed and resulted in a saving of sixty- 
Two perT^rran expenditure which was really very heavy. 


The order that a minute-hook be kept for recording general dan. 9. 1878. 
proceedings was disregarded until I was nominated liead of the 
deparlinent.'’ ' ® ' 


The Collector-General submitted an approximation 
of the amomits i-eceivecl by office receiver for the year 
187C, viz., £79,341 18s. S-’t?.; and for 1875, viz., 
£81,473 17s. ‘id. 


Sixth Day. — Thursday, January 10, 1878. 

Present — Hdgb Hodihs, Esq., Q.c. (Obairmrm) ; Haueice Brooks, Esq, 1I.P. i Herbert H. Hcreay, 
Esq. ; and Aleeed J. Pniri'S. Esq ; together with Thomas BROtTHrao, Esq, Secretarj-. 


Mr. Michael P. V. Taae 
31'75 Chaikman. — T here ai'c just a few matters 
,|„t I want to ask jon some questions upon, in acl- 
Jitwii to tlio evidence you . gave yesterday. At the 
time the office was first establisliod, was there any 
pvotisioii made us regards the supenmnuation of the 
officers 1 N one. 

312G. At what time was tlic Act passed?— The Local 
Offieciti’ Superannuation Act, 18G8. 

3127. Ami since then, that Act has been m opera- 
tion? — Yes. e 1 

3128 Prior to lSGS,wei-e any officer,? of your de- 
uutmeut obliged toretii-e— I do not mean compulsorily, 
hutfrom ill health or old age?— Some of them did. 
But be tioed enough to allow me to explain what oc- 
rmrecl " A number of the officers who were in the 
Collector-General’s office were transfen'ed to it from 
.lilfcmit boards, and tlicy were all entitled to snper- 
lumuation ; and provision was made in the Collection 
(if Kates Act that their transference should not affect 
thcii- right to superannuation. No provision what- 
ever was made for new appointments, and consequently 
tlio men who had not been in office before they were 
i,,.l)oiuted to the Collector-General’s office would not be 
entitled to any pension whatever if they vrere obliged 
to retire. The Act was passed mthe year 1868, called 
the Local Ofiicevs’ Supcraunuation(Ireland)Actmamly 
thi umdi the offices of the late Sii- John Gray and Mr. 
Jonathan Pirn ; and the first man who was superan- 
nuated under that Act was my father, 

3129. Have you got acopy of tbe Act with you? — 

I have nob. ... 

3130. Would you mention what tho provisions in 
it are about the Collector-General’s office? — The pro- 
vision with reference to the officers of the Collector- 
Genernrs office is this, that His Excellency tho Lord 
Lieutenant should have power to award any sum wdiich 
he may consider right, not exceeding two-thirds of the 
salaiy or emoluments, to any man who was obliged to 
retire either on the gi-ound of pci-manent infirmity of 
mind or body, or of old age ; and tliere is a provision, 
so far as old age is concerned, that no man should bo 
entitled to retire under that sclieme unless he was sixty 
yeai-s of age, and had served twenty yeai-s. There is 
no provision as to what amount of superannuation 
allowance should be given to men retiiing on the 
ground of pei-manent infirmity — there is no limit, 
except that it is not to exceed two-thirds ; and in eveiy 
instance the recommendation of tho Collector-General 
has been acted on in that matter, and every man who 
retired under that Act, with the exception of one, has 
been gi'aiited the full two-thirds. Power is given to 
the Lord Lieutenant to fix the amount, and it rests in 
his entii-e discretion, provided it is not more than two- 
tliivds ; but, as a matter of practice, Govcnuiieiit have 
always consulted the Collector-General, and aotetl on 
liib recommendation. I do not think it was intended 
that the power should be entirely in the hands of the 
Loixl Lieutenant ; for instance, in the ease of the of- 
ficers of tlie Corporation, or of the other bodies 


'E, Chief Clerk, recalled. jtr, jt. p. 

intended to be benefited under the Act, the recom- Taaffe. 
mendation of the Corporation has been acted on, and 
you will find tliat in a very recent instance, where His 
Excellency suggested that two-thirds of the amount 
should not bo gnmted to a pai-ticular officer who was 
recommended for superannuation, the Corpomtion ex- 
jiressccl their opinion in very strong terms that they 
were to be tho judges, and not His Excellency as to 
whether the officer in question should receive tlie swo- 
thirds. 

3131. Chairjiax. — A ccording to my recollection of 
the Act, the sections applying to the officers of the 
Corporation are in different tenns to the sections ap- 
plying to the officers of the Collector-General’s clepart- 
mentl— I think not. I think the only difference is 
this, that the Coiqioration being tbe superior of then- 
officers, the recommendation was left in their hands, 
and tlie Collector-General, occupying the same ixisition 
us the Coiqioration do, was left the recommendation 
ufith regard to liis officei-s. 

3132. Tluit is a point the Commissioiiei-s can ascer- 
tain from the Act. “What I want to know is the 

practice ? Tlie practice is uiiivei-sal, with the exception 

of one ill-. Rock, the late avarrant officer. Every 

one of them got the full two-Uiirds of his salary and 
cmolnmciits. 

3133. And was that done on each occasion on the 
recommendation of tlie Collector-General? — It was. 

3134. Under what circumstances was one of the 
officers made an exception to the laile, and did not get 
two-thirds?— The Collector-General, considering that 
this man had a pension beforehand, left it more or less 
to the discretion of liis Excellency as to what amount 
he should be awarded, and so he did not make any re- 
commendation in the firat instance. When ho for- 
wai-ded his medical certificates, and made no recom- 
mendation, the Under Secretary wrote, asking the 
Collector-General’s opinion as to what would be a 
sufficient allowance, and he re]died that he considered 
£80 a year would be ample remuneration for him. 

3135. What proportion of his salary would £80 be 
would it be two-thirds ? — No proportion at all. 

313G. What would be his salary? — Something about 
£120 a voar. Shortly after that communication went 
in, tho Collector-General obtained leave of absence, 
and went over to Buxton or Harrogate, and a com- 
munication was addressed to the office by the Under 
Secretary, which reached me (as I was then acting as 
Collector-General under his Excellency’s warrant) re- 
quiring an exjilauation as to how the Collector- 
General arrived at that £80, oi- on what ground had 
ho recommended it, I comnuiiucatecl with the Col- 
lector-General on tlie subject, and I found that the re- 
commendation was made as I tell you — ;just that ho 
considered that that would be enough for him ; and 
there was really no more ground at all for saying it 
ought to be £100, and he might as well have recom- 
mended £10. ^ ^ 
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3137. Was that ixctej on, and tlie £80 given? — No, 

3138. WhatoecuiTedafterwaixls? — Mr. Burkecom- 
municated with mo then on the subject, and he told 
me tliat he was advised that this ofiicer, having only 
fourteen years’ service, was only entitled to fourteen- 
sixtieths of the income. I at once i-aised the issue. I 
took counsel’s opinion on the Act of Parliament, and 
said if such a system was canded out the olficials ui- 
tended to be benefited by the Local Officers’ Super- 
annuation Act would be done a serious injury ; that 
those officers were appointed at a time of life when it 
was quite impossible they could complete tlie service 
contemplated in the Civil Service .scale, and that tlie 
attem])t to superannuate tlie man on the Civil Seiwice 
scale would be a great injustice to him. I forwaa-ded 
a memorial from Mr. Rock, pointing out tlie entire 
circumstances of the case with a strong recommen- 
dation on my part, for I had considerable experience 
of the officer as one of the best connected with the es- 
tablishment. Eventually the Government, m some 
degree at all events, yielded to the view which I put 
forward, for they superannuated him at £76 a year. 

I considered that that man was as well entitled to £l20 
a year — the full two-thmds of his salary — as any man 
that over was superannuated from the Collector- 
General’s office ; and I would strongly urge the Com- 
missioners to make inquiry, and if they arTive at tJie 
same conclusion to recommend that some revision be 
made in tlie amount, and if they come to the con- 
clusion tlrat he had full right to the £120, to recom- 
mend tlmt the arrear-s from the date of his superannu- 
ation be paid him. 

3139. Wewouldlike to have the correspondence on 
that subject seirt to our Secretary, and we will coirsider 
it carefully. Will you be able to send it? — Ceifainly. 

3140. Since that time bave there been superannu- 
ations in your office ? — No. 

3141. That was the last? — The last. 

3142. And up to that time the superannuation 
allowance was invar-iably two-thirds? — Invariably. 

3143. What was the age of the man? — I think ho 
was about 65 years of age, and he retked on account 
of loss of sight. 

3144. He had fourteen years’ service? — He was 
fourteen year's in our ser-vice. I may explain what he 
was before. He was in the police service, and he met 
with a serious accident in Blaokrock, in consequence 
of which ho was superannuated from the police de- 
partment on the certificate of the then surgeon to the 
police dei)ai'tment for Ireland. Subsequently he re- . 
cover-ed completely, and he went to the late Surgeon 
O’Reilly, who cer-tified that he was perfectly fit for 
duty and the Goverirment, instead of restoring liim 
to tiro positioir that he had been removed from in the 
police department, appointed him as warrant officer in 
the Collector-General’s Department ; and I hold that 
the scr-vice he had given in the police department 
should have counted, in addition to the service in the 
Collector-General’s Office. 

3145. But do not I understand you to say he got a 
pension from the police department ? — He did ; a very 
small pension. 

3146. What did he get? — About £120 a year. 

3147. And that was in addition to the £76 ? — 
Most unquestionably ; but I hold that if an officer has 
discharged his duties faithfully and efiicieiitly, he is 
■entitled, and you might as justly take into considera- 
tion that he had another pension from a different de- 
partment as the fact of liis liaving house property or 
private means of any description. 

3148. Mr. Brooks. — Was the police pension 
awarded after he was appointed to the Collector- 
General’s office ? — It was. 

3149. Before ? — Before ; and wlien he was appointed 
and his salary fixed, no consideration was )\ad by tlie 
Government of the fact that he had a pension be- 
fore. 

3150. Chairman. — Tliis is tlie way it would oper- 
ate. You said that in considering the amount of pen- 


sion he should get in the Collector-General’s office 
regard should be had to his previous services in the 
police depariment. Do you think that such regard 
sliould be had, taking into account that he had got a 
pension in tlie police depai'tment ? — I mean to say 
that he was removed from the police depai'tment 
owing to a mistake of the medical officer of that de- 
partment. 

3151. Mr. Brooks. — S upposing he had continued in 
the police, and had never gone into the Colleetoi • 
General’s office, and that at tlie expiiation of fourteen 
yeai's he harl been pensioned, he would not have re- 
ceived a pension equivalent to tlie double pension he 
has now ? — As a matter of fact there was never the 
smallest charge against him in the police department ; 
and in the ordinai'y course of promotion, if lie remained 
he would become cliief superintendent, and be in re- 
ceipt of £600 or £700 a year pension. 

3152. Chairman. — W hat was his employment in tlie 
police department when lie left it? — He was fli-st- 
class inspector. 

3153. And what was his salary? — I really cannot tell 
you ; but I know that some of the men who have 
been superannuated on very much larger pensions than 
he has were his juniors. 

3154. The thing I fail to see is this — how his ser- 
vices in the police dejiartment should be taken into 
consideration in awarding him a pension for his ser- 
vices in the Collector-General’s department whenhe^ 
had already got a jiension in the police department? 
— I did not say anything of the kind. I say that fol- 
lowing the precedent that had been set, if he servetl 
faithfully and diligently, he would be entitled to tlie 
full two-tliii'ds. 

3155. I understood you to say also, that in taking 
into account his length of service, his service in tln! 
police department should be considered ? — If entitled 
on the ground of old age to make up the twenty years' 
service to entitle him to two-thirds. 

3156. I thought from sonietliing you said that the 
warrant officer was an exception in tlie mode of 
appointment, and that he was appointed by the Col- 
lector-General and not by the Government ? — The 
nomination was left to the Collector-General j hut the 
appointment was made b 3 ' the Gov'cmmeiit. 

3157. Is there- anything, then, exceptional in the 
mode of appointing the wan'ant officer? — Nothing; 
except that the Collectoi'-Geneial might be involved in 
legal proceedings by what the xvarrant officer did, and 
so the Govei'iiment recognizes his right to recommend 
to the post, but the appointment rests with tlic Go- 
veriiment. 

3158. How is it tliat Maguire, who is a young man, 
has a Government employment ? — I do not think he 
has a Government employment. 

3159. Is he the present man ? — No. 

3160. But there is a warrant officer who, some 
dozen years ago, retired on two-thirds ? — More tlian 
two-thirds ; because he retired under the provi.sions of 
another Act; for instance Mr. Hiuilon, the late cliief 
clerk, retired on his full pay. 

3161. Chairman. — B ut they are not under the Act 

of 1868? — They are not. Mr. Maguire was super- 
annuated on a medical certificate a gi-eat many yeare 
ago. • 

3162. Mr. Brooks. — A nd he obtained another 
situation of equal value ? — As far as I know I do not 
believe that Mi'. Maguire is a Government official at all 
at present. He has an appointment of some kind or 
other, and he is not a Government official to my know- 
ledge. 

3163. Chairman. — I s his pension paid by the rates ? 
— It is paid by the Corporation. 

3164. Under a difl'ercut Act of Parliament?— 
Under a different Act of Parliament. He was one 
of the original appointments. He was transferred, 1 
think, from the Paving Board. 

3105. It has been mentioned in one or two letters 
read that there had been a great many instances of 
officers absent by reason of illness, and some were 
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1 sent for a long time, and it was also suggested tliat 
medical ceidificates in some cases were doubtful. As 
rhief Clerk, do you tliink there have been any in- 
stances in tlie office of gentlemen being absent on the 
mouiffi of of time when 

• I reality they might return to their duties 1— I do not. 
”^316G Haa'e inquiries been made on your part on 
behalf of the Collector-General where a medical cer- 
tificate was given for an officer that he sliould have 
SIX months' leave of absence— as appears to be 
tlie case on two occasions— as to whether it was a 
ho 7 ta fide certificate!— The certificate to which yon 
dlucle was given by Dr. Cruise, of Mcrrion-square, 
r believe him to he one of the most eminent practi- 
tioners in the city of Duhlin, and he was one of the 
two named by tlie Collector-General himself as a medi- 
cal man from whom to receive certificates. I have no 
•iloubt from my oivn observation that Mr. Duffy, the 
clerk refen-ed to, was in a most delicate state of health, 
and I believe had he not got the six months’ leave of 
absence he would have succumbed. 

31G7- You said yesterday that the sickness in the 
office was to some extent due to the situation of the 


omce 

office and the rooms lu which the r 


'e obliged to 


31G8. And you think there has been inoi’C than 
tlie due sickness arising from that cause ? — T do. T 
beliei-e that on several occasions the draught and the 
heated bad atmosphere caused Mr. Lainbart a very 
serious rheumatic attack. 

31G9. I see by the Act of Parliament whieb estab- 
lished the Collector-General of Rates Office that pro- 
vision is made that premises should be taken for the 
luirposes of the office, and that they should be paid 
(or out of the rates!— Yes. 

3170. How ai-e the premises which arc at present 
occupied by the Collector-General held ! — They can be 
<»iveii up on a year’s notice, I think. I don’t exactly 
recollect ; it is either on one or two year’s notice. 

3171. And is there a large rent paid for them — 
what is' the rent!— Tlie actual rent is only something 
like £50 a year. £70 is the vent of the entire place. 


but a portion of it bas been let to Ci-aiuer, Wood & Jan, lo. i87S. 
Co. at £20 a year, so tliat the actual charge in rent p 

is only about £50 a year. I am of opinion that both xa.iITe! 
for the public eom euience and the successful manage- 
ment of the office that the question of the mere saving 
of a few poimds a year is one that ought not to inter- 
fere at all ; and I am cleaidy of opinion that the entire 
premises are quite uusuited for the conduct of the 
affairs of a public department such as the Collector- 
General’s. 

3172. I iinder.stand from you that the Collector- 
General has got no interest in the premises — no rents 
for which a fine was paid ! — No. 

3173. And they could be disposed of at once ! — At 
once ; and I have no doubt advantageously. 

3174. Was the Collector-General originally the 
tenant! — Yes. 

3175. Was it he sought out the premises! — Yes; 
the premises wei-e selected for their- convenience to the 
Bank of Ireland, in my oi>inion that is not a suffi- 
cient i-eason for their being retained. 

3176. As fai- as the locality in which they are is 
concei-ned it is convenient as being a centi-al place ! — 

It is, certainly ; but offices in which you are obliged to 
have gas lighting almost all day, even in summer, aix; 
pci-feotly unsuited for a Government department. 

3177. Did YOU ever get an examination of the 
])i-cmises made by a sanitary officer ! — No ; but since 
the appointment of the present Collector-General con- 
siderable changes have been made in the office. Mr. 

Carson, of Harcourt-street, architect, and Mr. Moyei-s, 
of Richmond-street, who earned out the impvovemeuts 
under his directions, were consulted over and over 
again as to whether any sufficient alteration could be 
made in the office, and they arrived at the conclusion 
that nothing could be done which would make it pro- 
perly available for the public serffice. 

3178. If you would like to make any suggestions 
we would be glad to hear them!— I would prefer to 
wait till I get the evidence, and I would then ask if 
anything occurs that I sliould have an opportunity of 
explaining. 


Mr. Henry Robert Perry examined. 


3179. Chairman. — When did you go on the staff 
of the Collector-General’s office !— Early in the year 

3180. Before that time you had been a collector 

for a short time !— I was appointed a collector in May, 
1867. . „ . , 

3181. And how long did you contuiue a collector ! 
Only six months. 

3182. After that time you were transferred to the 
office ! — I was. 

3183. From what we heard yesterday that resulted 
in a loss of a certain amoimt of income to you! — It 
did. 

3184. But did you youi-self prefer the duties of the 
office to the duties of collector! — I did. 

3185. When you went there, there was no classifi- 
cation of the clerks! — There was not. 

3186. And you commenced with a salary of £15C' a 
year ! — I did. 

3187. We have already had tlie correspondence 
which subsequently arose in reference to that, and that 
classification took place! — Yes. 

3188. When you went to the office were there 
any particular duties allocated to you to do perma- 
iioutly ! — I was put into tlie cash office. 

3189. Do you know when you were appouited 
whether it was contemplated you should be appointed 
as cashier! — Mr. Stamiton, I believe, asked tliat a 
clerk should be appointed at £150 a year for the cash 
office, and I was appointed specially, and I never did 
a day’s work in any other department until Mr. Moy- 
lan was appointed. 

3190. Had you any experience in cash affairs, in 
receivintT cash and keeping accounts, before that time! 
—I had. 


3191. In what other employment! — I went to sea 
in the mercantile marine in 1858, and on board we 
had a puiser, who was thoroughly acquainted with 
book-keeping and kept all the ship’s accounts. I 
assisted him in so doing and got a knowledge of book- 
keeping. 

3192. And did you continue at that for some yeais! 

I -^vas at sea for about six years, during wliich time 

I passed the examination of the Board of Ti-ade for 
second oflicer. 

3193. And was it immediately after that, or some- 
time after, that you got into the Collector-GeneraTs 
employment!— About three or four years after. 

3194. Had you been engaged in the meantime! 
In the meantime I was in an office in Liverpool. 

3195. A merchant’s office ! — Yes. 

3196. When you went into the cash department did 
you get any instmetions as to tlie way you were to 
keep the cash or as to the system ? — I was told to 
keep the cash in the way in which Jlr. Taaffo, chief 
clerk, kept it. 

3197. Do you know who preceded you ! — Sir. Betty. 

3198. How was it he left; did he die, or did he 
retire, or was he dismissed ! — He was dismissed. 

3199. And was that for defalcations connected with 
thecasli! — It was. 

3200. Do you happen to know how the defalcations 
were detected or what the nature of them was! — I 
believe they were detected by one of the ratepayers 
bringing in a receipt. 

3201. Do you know whether they wore a large 
amount 1 — I believe not a very larp amount, but with 
regard to that I cannot speak positively, because I was 
not connected with the internal arrangements of the 
office at the time. 


Mr. Perry. 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



130 


COLLECTION OE RATES INQUIRY. 



3202. From the time on and after Mr. Staunton, 
you continued in receiving the casli as ■we lieard des- 
cribed here 1 — I altered my mode of receiving it slightly 
in my books. 

3203. In the books in ■which you made the entries 
from day to day ? — Yes. 

3204. Did you make the entries in the way in 
which they are now made ? — I did in the beginning 
for a short time, under the direction of the Chief 
Clerk. 

3205. What way did you then enter tliem? — I en- 
tered them as a debtor aud creditor account. 

3206. Has that way been continued since you 
ceased to be cashier 1 — It has not ; they have gone back 
to the old way. 

3207. Explain the system? — I had only the one 
book to keej>. All the amounts that came into the 
office I entered on the debit side of the book, and the 
amounts lodged I entei-cd on tlie credit side. Since 
that time tliere is an entiy made only of the receipts 
aud the amount of Uic tot lodged in the bank. 

3208. Mr. Pirnu’S. — Had you at any time a bahuice 
in your Jiands at the end of the day not paid into 
bank ? — I had sometimes, when only a lodgment was 
made on account of the day’s jiroccedings. 

3209. And tliat is why you established a debtor 
and creditor system of accounts? — Yes. Fei-fcctly 
light. 

3210. CiiAiKMAN. — Had you any assistance in re- 
ceiving tlio cash while you were there? — I had. 

3211. Continuously or occasionally ? — Continuously. 
I may also mention at the time I went to soa, I went 
into tlie firm of Messrs. Miles and Kingston, Bristol, 
of wliicli Sir Philip Miles was head, and liaving known 
jiei-soually Mr. Edward and ilr. Crougcr Miles, they 
allowed me to go into tlreir casli office and see the con- 
struction of their books. 

3212. You say theic was a pemon with you con- 
tinuously. Were you the person principally respon- 
sible foi' the cash, or was tbc;re any one over yon? — 
After Mr, Taaffo, sen., the chief clerk, left the office, I 
^vus princijially responsible. 

3213. Was Mr. Taaffo, sen., your superior as long 
as ho contiimod in the department ! — He was. 

3214. Did Mr. Taaffo, son., himself take any part 
ill tlie collection of tlie accounts ? — He did. 

3215. So that as long as lie was there the two col- 
lecting were ilr. Taaffe and yourself? — Yes. 

3210. After hlr. Taaffe and yourself who was asso- 
ciated ivith you ? — Mr. Lamliart. 

3217. Aud were you the principal of Mi'. Lambart? 
— I was. 

3218. You thou continued until after Mr. Staunton 
left ill the cash office ; during the time that you were 
iu the cash office did you obseiwe that the public were 
lieiiiiciitly subject to inconvenience by reason of tliere 
not being a sufBcieiit number of persons to receive the 
money from them? — At the time of qualifying for the 
municipal franchise — the 31st of August, and coming 
up to that tinie — there was geiiei'ally a press of busi- 
ness, and we had to get an extra hand or two, and 
for the Parliamentary franchise also there was gene- 
rally a slight press, because many people are nnclei' 
the impression that it was necessary to pay up half 
a year's taxes for tlie current year, as well as the 
|)Oor-rates due for the pi-evious year, to qualify for the 
Parliamentary franchise, 

3219. During this time you found that the staff for 
receiving the money was sufficient ? — Two clerks were. 
One of the clerks usually — and I did myself when hir. 
Taaffe was in the office — prepared tlio office allocation 
up to each Friday afternoon, entering up all the moneys 
that were taken iu the office from the blocks. I never 
considered that a very right or a very wise thing for 
the clerk wlio I'eceived the money to do. 

3220. Is it done by tlm clerk who receives the 
money ? — Not now. 

3221. But it was in your time? — It was, for I did 
it myself 

•3222. "Wiis it your practice, in making enti'ies in 


the pay-sheet or the cash book, to enter at once the m- 
ceipt of the money, or do so at the end of the day {'[•om 
the counterpart of tlie receijits ? — It was usually done 
at the moment, and directly when a payment was made 
it was entered ; but sometimes it so happened that 
when any gentleman would follow up immediately, to 
oblige that gentleman I have frequently liad that 
block on the file until I took bis rates from him. 

3223. When Mr. Moylan came what were theotlier 

duties you were transferred to, from the cash office? 

X was transferred to the work upstairs, posting up pay- 
sheets, and entering up meter accounts aaid sucli like 
■work. 

3224. Is that considered a more responsible position 
than receiving the cash ? — I consider the book-keepincr 
a very responsible position. 

3225. Is it considered in the office that the inau 
who is doing that duty should have more experience 
tliaii tlie man that is merely receiving the cash from 
day to day? — Well, the man who receives the cash 
from day to day can pcrforni that class of work vei'y 
well, and he might not be adapted veiy well to keep 
tlie books. 

3220. Who ■was it you succeeded iu the keeping of 
the hooks ? — I do not know exactly whether I siio- 
ceeded any person. 

Mr. Taaffe. — Mr. M'Dermott. 

Mr. Peiry . — I beg your pardon ; I came upstuire 
before Mr. M‘Dermott left tlie office. I know that T 
have been frequently, and almost entirely kept at thfi 
work which Mr. M'Derinott used to do. 

3227. Chaikman. — M r. Lambart remained in tlic 
office below? — He did. 

3228. And he got no assistant, as you had pre- 
viously — I meiui a continuous assistant? — No. 

3229. Since you went upstairs is it your duty to 
enter in the ward ledgers the various jiayments that 
ajipear iu the returns of the collectors aud also the re- 
turns made by Mr. Lambart, as well as the returns of 
the cash that reaches the office by post, and through 
the waii'ant officers? — It is my. duty to post up all 
the pay-slicets and also what arises through tlie 
channel of the warrant officer, but not the office 
blocks. I may mention at the same time that the 
duty of posting up the pay-sheets is a matter that is 
taken up from time to time by each of tlie clei'ks 
when a press ocems. 

3230. Are you the person whose duty it pi'iucipally 
is to attend to it ? — Yes. 

3231. Who is it that posts up the ofGee blocks? — 
The junior clerk. 

3232. Then, after tliese are entered in the books, 
are they compared witli the vouchers, blocks, and so 
on? — In the ward ledgers? 

3233. Yes?— They are not. 

3234. Dnringthe time that you have been there luis 
your attention been called to any mistakes in the 
posting u]> of the ward ledgers ? — Clerical en'Ois have 
been pointed out. 

3235. I-lave they been numerous? — Very seldom, 
indeed. 

3230. Have the public suffered to any extent?— 
Not that I am aware of. I should say not. 

3237. I saw in a dociiment, dated August, 187G, 
that some ledgers had not been posted up from the he- 
giiuiiiig of Januai-y, 1875, and otliers not for a great 
many months before the date of that letter — was that 
part of the business you were to attend to ? — It 'was. 
My work was never more than a couple of months in 
an'ear. 

3238. Can you tell us how tliese ledgei-s had been 
allowed to get to such an extent in arreai'? — Fre- 
quently I had been taken away from that work, and 
frequently it would ■take to post up one pay-sheet as 
long as it ought to post up a dozen, in consequence of 
sums of money beiirg bulked together, and not set out 
item by item, corresponding with each house on ihe 
lodger. 

3239. Was that the fault of the collector ? — Cer- 
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•.K' The collectors ought to make out the pay- 3'2G0. Have you ever spoken to Mr. Moyhm about Jan. lo, ISTS 
on the pay-sheets item by item. it?— I do not know tliat I have brought the matter jj, p^^y. 

'icj.n Is it the practice not to make it outitemby under his notice; but I liave frequently spoken about 
-( Tn"l— It is not the practice, but pay-sheets come up it to Mr. Taafle and Mr. Hanlon, tliat I thought it 
f nm time to time with a sum of money, taking, we my duty to bring the matter under their notice tc* 

"' ll sav five or six houses altogether, and there may change the whole system from beginumg to end. 

V a remission on one of those houses, consequently it is 3261. Do you youi-self uiulei-stand the system oi 
„h1.v1v impossible for the clerk to trace any pai-ticle book-keeping by double entry ?— I do, sir. 

.^fthi't inoiiev, because he does not know upon which 3262. Ai-e there any suggestions vyhich you from 
1 e the 1 -emis.sion occurs. experience in the office would make, cither as regards 

Are the collectors obliged to give a separate the management of the office itself or as regaials the 
rpceint for each item, according to the system of re- system of collection?— With regaixl to the system of 
p., collection, I would appoint at least three more col- 


?_-Thcy ai-e not. collection, i 

3242. And I suppose they only enter m the pay- lectors or tour 
Jieets as thev give a scpaiate receipt ?— Some col- 3263. Thus 
lectois are I'cry jiarticular, and if they i-eceive £1 0 for is not a sufficK 


3263. Thus you conceii-e at the present time, there 
not a sufficient number of collectors to do the duty ? 


fartv five housL they set out the account of each house —I do not think there is to do it tlioroughly and 
onL>omli„g ivitl. the Mg«r m,mb8r. efficiently. Any neev men on being npi.omtod froB 

Others vou say, do not?— Others do not. time to time I would put on one of the smalUvaids ot 
Tiitv are not soVarticuh4 to set tliem oiitin all cases, the city, until that man gained by experience how 
T do4ot wish to bring a charge against anyone. thoroughly to manage his wm-d m every respect. 

’ 3244 We have had the other collectors hcfoi-e us, 3204._ Tlien, I presaime, timt still you would be for 
tc. vnii niav tell us, as regards the pay-slieets, who do appointing three or four additionid collectois , you 
vou coiisidm' to have fiimislied them most satisfac- would classify the collectors, so that their salaries 

consider Mr. Crofton’s pay-sheets the best should not be as they are i^q but beguming at 

to t-lip efficp something small and going on ? — I would. 

'““3‘>45 *^Andwhoelse?— Mr.Weatliei-upispavtieiilar 3265. Do you think the rate of poundage mi-ht to 

too ' Fiom time to time I have had to call his atten- be increased to remunerate thase new men 
bn to doebrations having been made which are not do not think a new man ^ 

notified on the pay-shccts, so that the amount as much as a person woikmg m the office t 
which is taken on the pay-sheet does not correspond years ; secondly, I would put a man uho Lad been ii 
with the amount in the ledger, and consequently until the office for five years if a vacancy occuu-ec o . 

I do Aot post it. larger ward, and I would arrange so that he would 

3‘^46 So that when you get pay-slieots by reason of receive a larger rate of poundage t*' ■ 

their not bein« made out item by item, it would be smaller ward; because at the present time a nu 

t Sometimes boklb.g . smell tv„cl gets os m»cb or more tbsm . 

“r«ol tL the omormt is tery mecl. less. ...<1 it moo rvbo l«e el.orge of a tory importo.rt or large 


therefore requires expbnation before being posted. 
3247. Arc you the person that asks for that cxpla- 


3266 "Mr. Brooks. — Is not it a fact that a 


have frequently bronght the matter imdorthe notice whom be. worUci irate to tan . r.m , 

•rf the clilet clerk, and asked hiii, to prrt rip a notice suggested^ _Beoari,e yon would gdt o him a 

in tiro office, itndot his own hand, requesting that no 3267. dirty >_I would mvo 

two lioiisos should ho returned togoth.r on the pay- 

“?48 Ha. that boon done !-I. has not. 3368 Hr. Banoks.-But imdor «“ 

beSt„S!SSkS"«;^S:ecii:s2 ;=‘toi= 

. ^-?rK‘iSir:^t1hedrstrlet^ 


does not always follow that he can do it. . . 

3269. He must collect the rates in the district ? — 


b “t “'iSltieJtSJ “S'And booauso lie han less oaperienc. Ire 


thing to forward y 
dodly. 


therefore less familial' with the ratepayers on whom ho 
has to call, and so he has additional labour thrown 


3252. You say that oneofthe reasons thatthese pay- has to call, and so he has _ 

sheets got into arnai- at the time we have mentioned upon him 'i-Undoubtedly he has, luidci the piesent 

was that you were withdrawn to other biiSDiess, of sj-atem. mg.-. ?_ 

which there was a press, absolutely necessaiy to be 32/1. Why \ ^ 


<h>uo, at the time 1—1 was simply told to do it, and I 
did do it. 


Because I would give him less duties to perform. 
3272. Under the present system? — Certainly not ; 


3253 '. Do you consider that the office is short- he should have the same salary as others 
.nded?-I havealways considered it as being short- 3273. CHAiBMAN.-Experience enable a ma 
fnv the. work that it ouffht to perform. to do his work more easily ?—Urtaml} , s r. 


handed^ — I havealways considered it as being short- 

'“S‘?v£i’r;Sm:rt^'Seweckff 

eiuson of its being sliort-lianded ?— Certainly. his salary ?—Certoinly not. in the 

>55. What duties are omitted 1-All accounts Mr. With regard to my appo « 

Id be ke)it by double entry. fivst instance, and ^terwards^ v itl legaid ^tlm 

>56 Have vou ever made any suggestion to any change made lu the office I \i ould m ® ‘ ^ 

rthe eSrorves r from ^”.0 yoer. I w.J not infonnorl of chu.go *» 1>» 


by reason of its being sliort-lianded ? — Certainly. 

3255. What duties are omitted? — All accounts 
should be kejit by double entry. 

3256. Have you ever made any suggestion to any 


one in the office ?— Oh, yes ; from year to year. I was not intonneit ol any cnan^e y 

3257. Was it officially or merely verbally?- >>Mil the cbmigc was actually made. 

Officiallv sil' Excellency Earl Spencer asked at the -Ume it tiieie 

3258?^’ln writing ?— No ; not in writing. was any just cause why Mr. Perry f 

3259. To whom did you make it 1-To Mr. Hanlon ed at the salary he was. I never got any oppoitumti 
chief clerk ; almost immediately after I was appointed in any shape or way of senduig torwaia any e.x 


to the office. I was suprised to see how the accounts plaiiation. 

ueiu kept, .ml I kuL there could uot possibly 3276. That is m reference to the oorrespoudeuce m 
have been a balance stnick in any shape or way since had before us yesterday?--iea. -* *i a. 

the office teas created. 3276. Would you say m reforeuce to it that >ot 
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liacl no opportunity of giving a personal explanation! 
— Neither personally nor in writing, nor in any way 
else. I was in tlie country at my father’s cieatli-becl 
at the time the change was made, and I told the 
Collector-General afterwards tliat I ought to liave been 
made aware that such a change was contemplated in 
the office, because I consider that it materially affected 
my position. 

3277. I think there is nothing more in the way of 
cjuestions I would ask you, but if there is any sug- 
gestion yo\i wish to make I would like to hear it, or 
anything you have to say in reference to the office as 
the result of your exjjerionce? — I may mention with 
regard to the “ receipts” account iu the office that from 
time to time slight irregulaiities occurred. The coilec- 
tons were bound to make a return of the receipts they 
had on hand each week, and some of tliein having 
exchanged receipts with each other contrary to rule I 
on one occasion called the Collector-General’s attention 
to it. T said that it was very wrong, and that it 
would shake the foundation of the system altogether. 
And when I told Mr. Taaffe, as I had cliarge of the 
account, that I intended to report the niattei', lie told 
me I had no light to repoid it except to himself. 1 
reported it and matters were altered. I was told by 
Mr. Taaffe I had no light to bring the matter before 
the Collector-General, but before himself. 

Mr. Taaffe . — The report of Mr, Perry and my reply 
are both in the hands of the Collector-General. I re- 
quest that they be put iu evidence. 

CiiAiKMAX. — Certainly. 

Mr, Taajfe (handing in documents) said — I put in 
evidence the report made by ,Mr. Perry and my rejily 
to it, 

3278. CiiAinjiAX. — As this matter has been referred 
to I think it is right that the lettei' should be read. 
The first letter handed in to me is a letter from Mr. 
Perry to the Collector-General, dated 21st November, 
187G, 


the collectors' accounts, by requiring eacJi collector to hold onlvS' 
owu receipts, .iiid not to lend reoeipts to each otlier. I .would also 
ask that I m.ov be allowed to work at the allooation of tbe mnnn 
oollectcd each week, with Mr. Hanlon, as I wouhl like to beS 
more conversant with that part of the ofBcial routine. I hay* 
asked Mr. Taaffe from time to time to write an order directing tliar 
the coUoetor.s should be particular to date theWocka of their re' 
ceipts when they issue them to the public, which date should 
correspond with the date of their pay-sheets, to wliich reauest nf 
mine Mr. Taaffe always turned a deaf ear. 

“I beg also to suggest that each collector will in future handin 
his pay-slifcot to tlie olKce each day, so that they may be properlv 
checked ami posted, and not send in t.i o days’ p.iy-slieets on Salur 
daj- (which is a half day) to bo chocked and receipts entered up 
which causes much inconvenience and delay. " 

“ I hope that because I have deemed it my duty to report the 
appear to be faultfinding, as 


above circumstai 
department. 


j full information for the welfare uf the 


“HliXUY E. PUKRT.” 


Jlr. Perry, I observe it stated in that letter that 
leceipts were interchanged by collectors referred to 
there — wa.s that the only occasion on wliich you 
found tlie collectors had interchanged receipts ?— No 

3279. Had there been other instances! — They were 
very infrequent, but an explanation was given at the 
time, in reference to -which I referred. When I came 
to enter up the ledger and found that the accouat 
would not close I w.us at a loss to know how it was 
tuitil I fouud and ascertained that the collectors had 
done such a tiling, because the initial letter was put 
on the receipts at the time of the defalcation to pre- 
vent such a tiling recurring as tlie exchanging of 
receipts. 

3280. 31r. Moylan, did you make any miuute on 
your book iu reference to the letter which I have just 
read! 

Mr. Moylan ^ — I did. 

[Minute-book produced.] 

Chaiejiax. — I find under date 22nd November 
1876 


“"Winton, Brigbtrm Vale, Monkstown, 
“21st Nov., 187G. 

'‘Siti — I consider it my imperative duly to lay before you the 
following facts relative to tlio checking of the coilectors’ receipts, 
the accounts ol which you liave intrusted to me since tiie retire- 
ment of Mr. Hanlon, the late chief clerk. 

“On Saturday, the 18lh instant, I found tliat Mr. Bannoii tvns 
a two pound receipt over, and a three pound receijit short, and tliat 
Mr. Wcntheriip was a two pound receipt short and a three pound 
receipt over, and al.so tliat Mr. Ilciicliy was a no pound receipt 
short and that Mr. MTntyre was a no pound receipt over, which 
clearly elioivod mo that four of tlie collectors had e.vchnnged receipts 
during the week. 

“ Upon my remonstrating with them by tolling them that such a 
thing w-as most irregular, and should not be done, as it would sJiakc 
the foundation of our receipt system, and, in f.ict, nullify the whole 
system of checking, which I have tried to cai-ry out according to 
your instructions and ‘minute;’ they then told mo tliat Mr. 
Taaffe had allowed them to exchange receipts. Now, I beg to 
state that the stamping of each collector's receipts with a different 
initial letter is to prevent such a dangerous practice being curried 
oh ns that of exchanging receipts with eacli otlier, and I mav note 
that too mucii enre ennnot bo taken in tliecking tlie collectoi’s’ 
receipts cacli week to see that each collector only hoUls the receipts 
issued to him from the olHce with his initial letter stamped u))on 

“ I told the collectors tliat. as I had charge of the receipt account, 
I should report the irregularities to the Collector-General, and all 
the other receipts being closed I left the ofiico. On Monday morn- 
ing when I went to the office I found that Mr. Taaffe had closed 
Mr. Bamioii's and Mr. Weatlierup's receipt accounts, having altered 
my figures, taken from their return of their rcceipM on liand, which 
were checked by Mr. Puffy before being entered by me. Tlieii Mr. 
Taaffe toid me that I had no right to say on Satunlay that I would 
report the circumstance to the Collecfor-Generni, when ho (Mr. 
Taaffe) was in the house, that I should only report to him ; where- 
upon I told Mr. Taaffe timt I considered my duty was to report 
sncli matters to the Collector-General and nor keep liim in the dnrk, 
ns he is always most particular ahout the receipts being properly 
ehockod. Mr. Taaffe then told me that in future Mr. Hanlon 
M'ould close the receipt account and tliat he would take the matter 
cntirelv out of my liands. 

“ I most respectfully beg that yon will allow me to continue in 
charge of the checking and closing uf ttic receipt account, ami not 
allow Mr. Taaffe to take it out of my hands bcc.aiice I hare con- 
sidered it my duty to acquaint you of the irregularities which liave 
taken place. 

" I beg further to draw your attention to thcfact that the stamping 
of the initial letter on the receipts was begun after a defalcation 
had taken place in the office as a more secure means of checking 


“ Mr. Perry liaving reported that irregularities had taken place 
by collectors oxchaiiging receipts with eacli other, and as such a 
liroceediug is oiiposed to the well-defined regulation of the ofiici^ 
and if tolerated would destroy the security of the whole system oi 
checking the receipts wliich are issued each week, I have strictly 
toi'biddoii a repetition of rccci]>ts being exchanged.” 

It is signed by Mr. Moylan, 

3281. Now I have read the minute in reference to 
Mr. PeiTy’s letter, and there arc several other minutes 
of the same kind that I have seen. How are those 
minutes which are in the nature of dii-ections or orders 
made known to the officers in the de[iartmeut ? 

Mr. Perry. — In some cases they are copied and 
pinned uji on a notice board. 

3282. Do you icmembor if that was done iu tlie 
case to which I refer! — I am not aware that it was. 

3283. Since the date of that minute have you found 
that they interchanged receipts ? — In one or two cases 
it did occur, but it was at once reported : if there liad 
been a vu'ojier explanation at the time it did occur, I 
would have considered it my duty to have mentioned 
tlie matter to 5Ir. Taaile only. 

The Chairmam rea<.l Jlr. Taaffe’s letter to the 
Collector-General, dated November 30tli, 1876, in re- 
ference to Ml-, Perry’s report as follows : — 


“Collector-General of Eates’ Office, 


rdinates (Mr. Perry) I wouhl be disposed to treat tlie iiitoii 
il ami malicious misrepresentations of wliich I liave been mad. 


tains, clmrges which (your opinion to tlie contrary notwithstanding) 
I consider would be, if capable of sustniument, most damaging to 
my cliarnctcr ns an official, might on amore favourable opportunily 
be used for the purpose of injuring mo and easting unmerited 
reflection on officers wliose career has proved that they had at least 
equal concern ‘ for the welfare of the department ’ with tlie writer 
of the report. 

“ Having thus explained my reason for troubling you further on 
tbe subject, I sliall proceed to deal as briefly and succinctly as tlieir 
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>n of tlie 


am }X“ •••!' 

.‘I’ltia not true that you have (on the retirement of Mr. 
[Tanlon, late chief clcrh). intrusted to anv of iny euborJinates any 
( (I,,; a’utics or resronsibilitiea of my predecessor. 

jr It is not true that ‘ the fact that Mr. Hannon was on the 
I8th instant a £.1 receipt over and a i'8 reveiiit .'iiort, and that Mr. 
IV'eatherup was a receipt over and a £‘Z receipt short, and tliat 
Mr M'lntyie was a *0 receipt over and Mr. llenchy tva-s a £0 
receipt abort, clearly prot'ed thatfourof thecollectors bad eschun(ieil 
receipts during the week.’ 

“No clear proof could be adduced from such premi.se.s. Ihe 
knosvledge possessed by Mr. Perry was obtained from the several 
collectors, accompanied by the statement that, as regards the two 
first mentioned officers, they had the permis-ion of the chief clerk, 
jud os regards Messrs, llenchy and M'lntyrc, that when Itie former 

was rccei'’>‘>*t poyf'’®t‘ts from Messrs. Jameson of tlie amount duo 

by them in his district, they requested him to take tliat due in Mr. 
M'fntyre’s collecdon, wliicU he accordingly did, forwarded the 
Bucher for the sum to Mr. M'Tntyre by that evening's )>ost, and 
reported the circumstance to me, and Iniiided n\’er tlie money to 
Jlr. M'lntyrc the follosving moniiiig. 

"III. It is not true tliat this information svas obtained on Mr. 
Pern'’s remonstrating with the collectors on the irregularity of their 
conduct, nor is it true liiat their liaving acted as they did ‘ would 
shake the foundation of our receipt system, and, in fact, nullify the 
wliole system of chocking.’ 

"IV. It is not true ‘ that the stamping of each collectors’ receipts 
was intended to prevent such a dangerous system being carried on,’ 
as the exchange of receipts by collectors by direction of the chief 
clerk, or uuder exc«[itionnl circum.stanccs when same is as soon a.s 
possible reported to tlie chief clerk, ns the representative of tl 
Icctor-Geiieral. This system e.xistcd ever 
department up to the date of the report. 

“V. It is not true that Mr. Perry ‘told tlie collectors tli.it as he 
had charge of the receipt account, be should report tlie irregularities 
to the Collector-General, ' no mention of a report Imving been 
made bv him to any of the officers concerned in the alleged irregu- 
larities. 

“ VI. It is not true tliat ‘ on Mr. Perry’s telling me that lie con- 
adered it his duty to report such matters to the Collector-Generai, 
andtiotieep him in ihe dark, as he was always most particular 
about tlie receipts being properly cliecked, I told him that Mr. 
Hanlon would in future close the receipt account, and that I wouhl 
take the matter entirely out of his hands.’ Tlie reason assigned by 
me for directing Mr. llanU.ii ‘in future’ to discharge the duty 
which had from time to time been appointed to Mr. Perrj- and otlier 
clerks under our control, by both my predecessor and myself was 
the apparent inability of Mr. Perry to avoid contention and un- 
pleasantness witli the officers with wiiom it brought liira in contact, 
and more immediately the unseemly and indecorous squabble which 
occurred (in the office) on the previous Saturday between him and 
one of tlic collectors to whom, after my observation, he apologized 
for his intemperate conduct, although he has ‘ deemed it right to 
keep you in the dark respecting the occurrence.’ 

“ In conclusion I would observe that the course which Mr. Perry 
has taken in fonvarding a report direct to you (instead of through 
my hands), liis attempting to map out the class of work at which he 
should bo employed, and liis endeavotir to override the opinion of 
his superior officer who has attained that position witli your ap- 
proval and confidence, is but one more instance of tliat disinclination 
to discipline and exemplification of tiiat spirit of insubordination 
wliich iiavc cliaracterized this officer from almost the first day of 
his connexion with the department, and which you have Lad .'ii 
frequent occasion to note. 

“ 1 am, my dear Sir, yours very faithfully, 

" M. P. Taakite, Cliief Clerk." 

•‘Denis Moylan, Esq., D.n., Collector-General of Hates.’’ 


3284. Now, was there any action taken upon tliat 
letter 1 — I never heard of that letter before, and every- 
thing that I stated in my statement I am prepared to 
prove. 

3285. Do you tell me that the fact of such a letter 
being ■written was not brought luider your notice in 
any way 1 — I never heard of its being written until 
you read it out to me this moment. 

328G. Ai-e youawai-e whether the Collector-General 
shortly after that letter of the 21st November, 1870, 
that you wrote, spoke to you in reference to itl — He 
did, and I have his reply that he would see it was at- 
tended to, which reply is as follows ; — 

“Collector-Genera! of Rates' Office, 

‘‘43, Fleet-street, 

“ 22nd Nov., I87G. 

"DKAn SiE, — I have to acknowledge and tliank you for the 
report which you forwarded respecting iiTCgularities in the issuing 
and checking collectors’ receipts. 

“ The matters urged shall have my best attention. 

"Yours, &c., 

“Dkxis Moylan." 

“ Henry Perry, Esq." 


3287. Cii-iiRMAN. — Mr. hloylan, I must, ^ in re- 
ference to this matter, intemipt the examination and 
ask you a question. I have i-ead oufa minute written 
by you on tlie 22ud November, 1876, which was a 
minute immediately after Mr. Perry’s letter was re- 
ceived, to the following effect, viz. ; — 

“Mr. Perry having reported that irregularities had taken place 
by collectors exchanging receipls with each other, and as such a 
proceeding is opposed to the well-defined rcgulutiou of the office, and 
if lolerated, would destroy the security of the wliole system of olieck- 
ing the receipts which are issued each week, 1 have strictly forhiddcu 
a rc|)otition of receipts being exchanged.’' 

That minute still remains on your books as a record 
in reference to hir. Perry"! — It does. 

3288. Did you make any further entry in the book 
in reference to tliis correspondence ! — I wanted to 
prevent disunion amongst the oflicei-s and introduce 
harmony, and I think I saw the collectors and cau- 
tioned them not to interchange receipts. 

3289. Do you remember seeing this letter from Mr. 
Taaffe, which I have read 1 — I do. 

3290. Did you take any action upon that letter of 
any kind 1—1 think I saw the collectors. 

3291. But did you take any action upon this letter 
in reference to Mr. Perry ; you know this letter con- 
tains vei’y serious charges against Mr. Perry, conclu- 
ding with a statement that almost from the first da.y 
of his connexion with this office, he exliibited a spirit 
of insubordination and charges of that character 1—1 
did not. I wanted to throw oil on the troubled 
•waters — not to have disunion in the office. 

3292. Did you speak to him on the subject?— I 
think I had an interview with him, 

3293. Have you any recollection of it 1 — No. 

3294. Have you any recollection, Mr. Peny 1 

Mr. Perri/. — Mr. Moylan -wrote me a letter thank- 
ing me for the report I sent in and saying he would 
attend to it. (Letter quoted above.) 

3295. Am I to understand, Mr. Moylan, that you 
took no notice of tins matter in your minute book 1 

Mr. Moylan . — I do not think I did. 

Mr. 2’aa/e.— You ai-e wrong, sir. When I found 
you had not investigated the matter, I requested you 
to put a note of the receipt of the letter on your 
minute book, and that receipt is there. 

CuAiKMAN. That letter bears date the 30th. 

Mr. Taaffe . — I did not know for two or three days 
afterwards. ,, m • 

[Minute i‘e;wl, viz.—" Letter from Mr. iaatie m re- 
ference to minute on receipt of report from Mr. Perry.”] 
Mr And that is the only record the Col- 

lectnr-Genm'ol would put on the book; the only 
notice he would take of the matter. 

3296. ChaiumaX. — Then we must assume that Mr. 
Perry’s report was acted upon, and that tliis complaint 
had not been acted upon. 

Mr. Pei~i-y . — I never heard of it before m any shape 
or way Also when the report was forwarded to His 
E-xcellency I was at my father's death-bed, and I knew 
nothing at all about my position being assailed. 

Mr. rua^e.— As fai- as I am concerned I had no 
possible desire but that Mr. Pony should have the 
fullest information as to .that letter. I requested the 
Collector-General to investigate the matter, and when 
I found he would not do so I succeeded in gettmg him 
to make a minute on the book, the order was not pro- 
mulgated. 

3297. Chairman. — According to the rule ot every 
Goveninient department a minute is a minute until it 
is cancelled ; these letters show Mr. Peny an ainount 
of feelin" between you at all events to Mr. Taaffe. I 
do not catch in your letters very strong expressions, 
but I did in the other, there may lie also some strong 
expressions in yours. Wei-o tlioi'c any other occasions 
in the office on which there were ajipavent disunions 
of tlik kind?— Almost ever since I have been in the 
office there has been an unpleasant feeling towards me. 
Wlien I came into the office there was Mr. Staunton, 
his son, and his son-in-law Mr. Sweetman, who was 
the Inspector ; Mr. Taaffe (senior) and his son ; and 


Ml. 10. 1878. 
. Perry. 
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Jan . 10, 1873, 
Mr. Perry. 


tlierG was Mr. Hanlon (senior) anil lais son, and liis 
nephew, and I certainly say that I felt a little cU trop. 

3298. Have you ever found tliat the present Collec- 
tor-General (Mr. Moylan) exhibited anything of what 
you would call a feeling towards you ? — A short time 
after he was appointed he was extremely stiict, and 
the smallest thing was remarked that I did in any 
shape or way, for instance, if two minutes late in the 
morning or anything of that kind. 

3299. That was no fault on his part, were these 
matters reported to the Collector-Generoi, or was' it 
the Collector-General himself that observed your being 
late in the office! — I usually believe that they were 
reported to him. 

3300. Mr. Phipps. — Have you an attendance book 1 
— Yes. 

3301. The attendance book would report! — It 
would. 

3302. CiiAiRMAtf. — But of other matters tliere 
would be no record. Were those other matters re- 
ported to the Collector-General ! — I believe they wei-e. 

3303. But you cannot find fault wth the Collector- 
General for insisting on a strict observance of the rules 
of his office, no matter what his reasons, and upon this 
occasion the Collector-Genei'al did not take any hostile 
step, but decided in your behalf as far as tlie documents 
beai-ing on the matter show. What I want to know is, 
has there been on any occasion disimions between you 
and other officers brought under the notice of the Collec- 
tor-General, and has he adjudicated upon them! — None 
that I can call to mind at the present moment. 

3304. You have mentioned tliat your superiors and 
the other clerks in the office have looked upon yorr as 
de trop, and that there has been a hostile feeling ex- 
hibited towards you, ai'e there any specific occasions 
on which that feeling has been manifested! — I have 
frequently asked to be put at other work as I wanted 
to have a thorough insight and know every detail of 
the working of the office, and it has beeir systematically 
refused. 

SSO.o. Has your eoiuluct been in any way the sub- 
ject of a report, by the Collector-General to the Govern- 
ment, to your knowledge ! — No sir, it has not. 

3306. Were you ever spoken to by the Collector- 
General in rolatiorr to a repori; made in connexion with 
your conduct either by his clrief clerk, or any pei'Son 
of his staff! — No sir ; the late Colloctor-Gcrrer-al (Mr. 
Staunton) told me shortly after I was appointed he sent 
forward to the Government a higlily satisfactory report 
of my efficiency and capabilities of dischai-ging my 
duty. , 

3307. That is when you were first appoiirted! — 
Yes. There is also another matter in the case; when 
such a letter as tliat has been written, I have a right, 
and I ask you to allow me to turn in my mind over 
^v•hat has occurred since 1 have been appointed, as I 
may call to mind some things tliat have taken place. 
Another matter that occurred not long ago is this ; — 
The Collector-General called for a return under the 
heads of insolvencies, bankraptcies, and vacancies, and 
I wa-s called into the Collector-Gcnci'al's room by Mr. 
Taaffe, and the Collector-General and Mi'. Taaffe both 
gave me instructions to have this rctuni which was 
I'eferred to yesterday made out by the collectors. Iwas 
told to have it made out for two years. That was 
about the 1st of November last. I gave iiLstructions to 
the collectoi-s to make it out for the yeai-s 187G-1877, 
as I understood those were tlie two years for which 
the Collector-General u ished it. I was also told by 
Mr. Taaffe, that ho wanted the return for 1875 and 
1876. I gave instructions to the collectors to make 
out the I'otiirn, giving the ledger number in all cases, 
so that wo might be able to refer to all the items in the 
i-eturu; some of the collectors made it out in that 
way. I spoke to them, and in pi-esence of Mr. 
Taaffe they told me that lie desired them not 
to place the ledger numbei's ; consequently there 
was no ■way in the return, as I told him, of laying his 
hand on any one item, or seeing whether it was correct 
or not. I spoke to Mi'. Honchy and Mr. Crofton 


about it, and told them I would not hand in such a 
return -to the Collector-General. 

3308. Was that on last Saturday! — No sir. It 
was under Mr. Taaffe’s express directions that no ledger 
numbers were returned, no door numbers, no street 
numbers ; but I said the ledger numbei-a should be 
returned every item of it, and without them that it 
was uttei'ly useless for any purpose; that each collector 
might put down a gross sum and tliere would be no 
way of checking it. 

3309. Chaikman. — As I understand, in tliat case' 
you were giving your instructions under the directions 
of the Collector-General himself! — And Mr. Taaffe, 

3310. Did you ever bring the matter under the • 
notice of the Collector-General as regards the absence 
of the numbers! — I mentioned to him subsequently 
tliat the ledger numbers wei'e only returned by some 
collectors. 

3311. Did he give any directions about that, or 
say how it should be done! — He said he thought the 
ledger numbere should be given in tlie retuin, but he 
said as the business of the year was very pressing, he 
would not ask the collectors to make it out again. 

3312. Mr. Brooks. — Before you made this formal 
remonstrance to the Collector-General, did you make 
any remonstrance to your superior officer, Mr. Taaffe! 
— I told Mr. Tasiil'e that I considered it my duty to 
report the matter to the Collector-General. 

3313. Was that a written communication! — It 

3314. Don’t you think a form of communication 
sucli as this, before you made any communication to 
your superior officer, Mr. Taaffe, was calculated to 
create dissension in the office and promote ill will! — 

I don’t think so, because I spoke to Mr. Taaffe before I 
sent forward any report at all. 

3815. Don’t you think it was due to yourself and 
your superior in the office, before you sent forward a 
statement so fomal as tliis to the Collector-General, 
that you should have communicated in teims equally 
formal to Mr. Taaffe! — Such a system was never car- 
ried out in tlie office. 

3316. Did you give Mr. Taaffe any copy of that!— 

1 did not. 

Mr. Taa^e. — I never saw it or heal'd of it until it 
was shown to the Collector-General. 

3317. Chairman (to Mr. Taaffe). — Prior to Mr. 
Perry writing that letter, had he spoken to you about 
it! — He did on Monday morning. 

3318. Did he ask you to make any representation 
to the Collector-General! — No. 

3319. Did you take any action in reference to bis 
communication! — I was perfectly cognizant of the 
entii'e charge, and I don’t consider there was. any- 
thing irregular in the matter. 

3320. Did you tell that to Mr. Perry! — I did; and 
to the Collector-General. 13ut the Collector-General 
made his minute before he showed me Mr. Peiry’s 
letter, The Collector-General told me he was per- 
fectly satisfied with my explanation about the tiling. 
Fearing that use might be made afterwards of that 
report, I detei-miued, notwithstanding the Collector- 
General’s statement to mo, that I would put my -views 
in 'wi'iting, and requested the Collector-General to note 
my commmiication. 

3321. (To Mr. Perry). — Iwanttoknowfrom you, Mr. 
Perry, Avliy did you address that letter to the CoOcctor- 
General! — Because when I spoke to Mr. Taaffe about 
the exchaugiug of receipts lie conveyed to me tliat any 
time the collectors might do that— some ti'ansaction 
of exchanging receipts from one to anotlier. 

Jlr. Taaffe . — In my opinion no irregularity had oc- 
cuiTed, and I did not consider it necessary to take any 
step in reference to the matter. 

Examination of Mr. Perry resumed. 

It is my opinion the cash-office is most useful 
for the collection of the rates, for it is a channel 
through which £90,000 a year reaches the office, 
and about £40,000 of that is made up of 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 


135 


yerv small money indeed. It is money wMcli 
comes from very poor localities, and small holdings, 
and is made up of sixpences and sliillings. Tt comes 
into the office in large parcels of silver, and the various 
amoimts accumulate to a large sum. I tliink if the 
cash-office were jiroperly worked with three hands in 
pressing times, that the amount which would pass 
through the cash-office would be immensely increased. 

3322. You heard the suggestion made here two or 

three times in the com-se of the inquiry that the col- 
lectors of each ward should attend for two days in 
the week in the cash-office to receive the collection of 
his wM'd, do you think that wouid be a good substitu- 
tion for tlie present system of receiving cash in the 
cgcel I don’t think that it would. 

3323. Why? — Because perhaps people would find 
it difficult to come into the office whon they would 
only meet the collectoi-s one or two pai-ticular days in 
the week. The money would not come into the office, 
if it ever came at all. The poor people who pay these 
small sums stated to me tliat they wished to pay their 
rates then, as if they brought it home they would 
spend it, and not be able to make it up again. 

3324. Do you consider the present system of having 
but a single officer to receive tlie money from the 
public is inadequate ? — Certainly. I think two officers 
ought always be there. 

3325. You think there ought to be a permanent 
staff of two ? — A permanent staff of tw o. 


3326. You consider that would be a much better /<«. lo, isrs. 
arrangement than the system of colleotois attending — 
occasionally two days in the w'eek 1 — Certainly. 

3327. What is your salai-v? — My salary is just 
£ 200 . 

3328. There was an additional £10 given, are you 
allowed that now '? — I am, as I sometimes ^v'ork in 
the cash office. 

3329. Do you get anytliing extra for the Parlia- 
mentary or Municipal Franchise list 1 — We are paid 
for the jury lists, and also for scrivenery work. 

' 3330. You are paid for that as an oi-duiary scrivener? 

—Entirely. 

3331. Mr. Bhooks. — Do you consider that if a 
sufficient office accommodation were provided and 
greater facilities given to the ratepayers, that a mo.re 
speedy collection of the rates would be effected, and 
the increases in the collecting staff whicli yo\i 
mentioned made unnecessary ? — I am quite sure a 
much huger amount of money would be received in 
the cash office if such a plan was adopted, as I pro- 
posed at an earlier date. You ought to give the 
citizens an opportunity of running in at any moment to 
pay taxes so as to escape law proceedings. 

3332. That would averi the necessity of increasing 
the collectiug staff ! — I would increase the collecting 
staff also. 


Mr. Charles William Haklos examined. 


Mr. Hanlon. 


3333. Chairman. — Wlien did you go into the 
Codector-GeneraTs office ? — I first went in in 1876 as 
a supernumerary clerk. 

3334. Notl876?— 1860. 

3335. When were you ]daced on the permanent 
staff? — On the 14th September, 1867. 

3336. What were your duties — what salary did 
you begin with in the first instance.? — £90. 

3337. Wliat were your duties whon you first went 
there ? — I was put from one class of work to another. 

3338. Were you at any time put in the cash 
department? — Never. 

3339. I suppose you have been engaged principally 
in posting up the books, making out the books for the 
collector, and doing other work connected with tlie 
pay lists that has to be done in the office? — Yes. 

3340. Wliat is your present position in the office? 
— Senior first-class clerk. 

3341. Have you got any specific duties to peiform 
now which you are responsible for from day to day ? 
— I have the allocation of the collection each week to 
the vaiious Boai-ds. 

3342. Is that entirely under your control? — Yes. 

3343. Have you assistance in that ? — Ihavenot. I 
was taken from it the latter end of last year and put 
to another class of work. 

3344. How long were you engaged in the allocation 
department of tlie workl-^inceli-etm'nedto the office 
in May last. 

3345. You were absent on sick leave? — Yes. I 
bad been for three months. 

3346. After that were yon put to allocation work ? 
—Yes. 

3347. I take it from what you have stated that 
there was no regular work allotted to you, at wMch 
you wei-e engaged day after day, except for a short 
time at a time? — Yes. 

3348. When you were sent to the allocation business 
it was not understood that you were to be permanently 
at it ? — No. 

3349. What are you at now ? — The allocation work. 

3350. As regarded tire security of the clerks. You 
are senior first-class clerk, Mr. Perry second fii-st-cla.ss 
clerk — have you any’ control over Mr. Peny’s actions ? 
— I should say not. 

3351. I presume all the clerks in the office, senior 
and junior, are under the immediate control of Mr. 
Taaffe?— Yes. 


3352. It is his duty to direct any clerk to perfonn 
any duties in the office wliich are required to be per- 
formed, and that clerk is bound to do it? — Yes. 

3353. .He is the person who has authority, and is 
responsible for seeing that tlie duties are done pro- 
perly ? — Quite so. 

33.54. As far as regards the allocation busuiess, have 
you any suggestion to make ? — I think not ; it is per- 
fectly plain. 

3355. Don't you think a very considerable time of 
a portion of the staff of the office is taken up with re- 
gard to that allocation ? — It occupies the time of one 
clerk only. 

3356. But during the whole year? — Not exactly, 
four days in the week. 

3357' Suppose, instead of having an allocation as 
at present every week, tlie moneys were advanced on 
account to the boards from time to time, always keep- 
ing within tlie proper amount, and tlieii liaidng a final 
allocation in the month ofDeceuilier for the entire year 

would you see any objection to that? — I think the 

present system works better. 

3358. The present sTOtem finishes and concludes an 
account each week ? — ^Yes. 

3359. Suppose Mr. Taaffe is away fi-om the office, 
is there any rule as to w'ho should take his place ? — I 
think not. 

3360. I suppose the Collector-General, under these 
circumstances, has been in the habit of appoiiitiug the 
person he considei-s best qualified ? — That is the rule 
he has always adopted. 

3361. Is it rmderstood that a pei-son in the place of 
3ilr. Tiuffe -would have the same power as Mi\ Taaffe 
would if he were there himself? — I think so. . 

3362. What is the leave the office generally gives 
to each of its officers? — Three weeks. 

3363. Does that apply to the clerks in the office ? 
— It does. 

3364. To Mr, Taaffe as well as the others ?— It 
does. 

3365. When hiv. Hanlon, the chief clerk, went 
away for his leave, who was it that discharged the 
duties of cliief clerk ? — Mr. Taaffe. 

3366. When Mr. Taaffe is away who discharges the 
duties of chief clerk ? — I have ; for a certain period. 

3367. Wlion was it you ceased to discharge the 
duties of chief clerk in Mr. Taaffe’s absence ? — 'When 
I returned after my last sickness. 
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Mr. Hanlon- 


3368. Was any reason given for your not acting as 
chief clerk 1 — The only reason assigned was that I had 
been absent. 

3369. Who then -was to act? — hlr. Periy. 

3370. Did he act as chief clerk at that time? — Yes. 

3371. At a time a person is away on sick leave, 
does his salary still go on ? — It does. 

3372. Was your salary still paid? — I received itfor 
the first two months, not for the third until I returned 
to the office. 

3373. The salary is payable monthly? — Yes. 

3374. You did get it when you went back to the 
office ? — Yes. 

3375. You obtained a medical certificate to enable 
you to absent yourself? — Yes. 

3376. Was that certificate renewed from time to 
time ? — It was. I think three certificates altogether 
were required. 

3377. At the time your salary was stopped had you 
sent in a medical certificate in the ordinary way ? — I 
had. 


3378. And had your leave been extended actuallvi 
— Itlnul. 

3379. Who was your medical adviser? — Dr. Edward 
Hamilton. 

3380. Have you any observation to make in refer- 
ence to the office — in reference to your own depart- 
ment ? — I would suggest that one more collector should 
be ap))ointed. 

3381. You yourself have not much to do with the 
collectors immediately? — I have; in a gi'eat degree 
getting their pay sheets from them. 

3382. Do you consider the number of collectors 
now are not sufficient to collect the city? — I do. 

3383. Is there any other suggestion you would like 
to make or any other statement. We have been 
anxious to find out if the cash office could be improved? 
— I think the office is not large enough, and more 
hands ought to be sent down from the other office 
when there would be a press of business. 

3384. Youwould always have tliatofficeopen? — Yes. 


?Ir. Lambatt. 


Mr. Rudolph L. Lambabt examined. 


3385. CiiAiENfAN. — Wlien were you appointed to 
the Collector-General of Rates’ Office? — In 18G7. 

3386. How long did you continue as collector be- 
fore you became a member of the office staff? — Until 
December. 

3387. Was it %vith your own wish you were trans- 
ferred to the office ? — I applied to be transferred on 
tlie death of the sou of the late Mr. Staunton. 

3388. The amount of pay was less — £150 was given 
to you as a salary ? — The late Collector-General recom- 
mended mo at £150. He sent for me and recom- 
mended me at a salary commencing at £150. 

3389. Mr. Tiuiffe mentioned that when you applied 
to bo transfeiTcd you stated you did not care if the 
Sillary were less ? — I said that if I went in at £90 I 
would be satisfied. 

3390. When you went in what were the duties you 
were put first upon ? — I used to post up the office 
blocks and prepare collectors’ accounts — junior clerk’s 
work, ill fact ; I had to do that. 

3391. What do you mean by preparing collectors’ 
accounts 1 — I posted up esicli pay sheet, 

3392. Of tlie rate collectors? — Yes. I posted up 
his pay-sheet as well as the office collection for the 
week, whatever it was. 

3393. When was it you went into thecash office? — 
I have been always more or less in the cash office. 
Whenever an extra hand was wanted in the casli 
office I was sent in. 

3394. Before you went into the department had 
you experience of keeping accounts ? — Yes ; large ac- 
counts. I was under agent to the Marquess of Head- 
fort, and tlie rent collection went through my hands, 
and I lodged it in the bank, 

3395. Mr. Phipps. — You were in the habit of 
making out rentals? — Yes. 

3396. Chairman. — Did you always receive the 
money when acting for the Marquess of Headfort? — 
Yes. Mr. Dalton was the agent, and I received all 
the money, and accounted for it, and took it to the 
bauk, Wc had a staff of clerks acting under us. 

3397. Did you make the payments on the estate? — 
1 did. I was acting-agent for Mr. Dalton, who was 
the agent to the Marquess of Headfort, and rendered an 
account. 

3398. What year was itwhen you became re.sponsiblc 
cash receiver ? — On Mr. Moylan’s appointment, about 
1870. 

3399. Since that time have you been receiver of 
tiisn, occasionally getting assistance when there was a 
pressure ? — Yes. 

3400. During certain periods of the year you are 
ir.o sole person to receive it? — Yes. 

3401. And othere are sent to assist on a pressure ? 
— Yes. I have sole responsibility in that department, 
and every one assisting there has to hand me up the 
cash received at the end of the day. 


3402. Have many instances come before you of in- 
accuracies being found in the accoimts of the cash re- 
ceived in the office, passing through your hands ? — The 
thing never occurred. 

3403. Even clerical errore in the accounts kept by 
you, and the amount of money lodged by you in the 
bank, have there been found to be any discrepancies 
in these? — On one occasion there was, but only on 
one occasion. 

3404. Wliat did that aiise from ? — When Mr. Taaffe 
was chief clerk, if at the end of the day there was any 
casli over which we could not account for, the way it 
was arrangeil was — Mr. Taaffe would put into an en- 
velope in the cash office tlie amoiuit of money over, 
and when a receipt would be found for it that was 
paid into the bank. 

3405. Mr. Phipps. — W ere these entries made tOt 
wards the close of the day? — There would be an accu- 
mulation of blocks entered up at the close of the day, 
but an oixler has been given, and stnctly carried out, 
that every receipt before being issued to the public is 
entered by me. 

3406. Chairman. — What was the cause of the dis- 
crepancy in the case to which you refened ? — I passed 
away a block and a receipt. 

3407. You gave the block along with the receipt? — 
Yes. 

3408. Had you that entered in your cash book as 
haviug been received ? — No, sir, I had not. 

3409. At that time you were making the entries at 
the end of the clay? — Yes ; when the receipt passed 
up the money was lodged. 

3410. Mr. Phipps. — It was surplus money? — Yes, 
money over. 

3411. Chairman. — During the time you have been 
in the cash office, have you ever heard complaints 
made that money paid in to you had been demanded 
again by the collectors in the city ? — Continually. 

3412. AVhen these complaints have been made, have 
you found your account correct ? — Always. When- 
ever a man comes in and says that money is paid, I turn 
to the ledger, and if tlie ledger is not posted, I see 
there is no credit. He produces the receipt and I re- 
fer to my clay book, whidi shows it, I send a clerk to 
have the ledger posted. 

3413. It has occui-red that occasional demands have 
been made by tlie collectors for money previously paid 
to you ? — Cases of that kind have occurred. 

3414. What is the cause of that? — The books not 
having been kept properly posted up. 

3415. You mean the wai-d ledgers not being posted 
up? — Yes. 

3416. Mr. Phipps. — Instances have occurred where 

the collector demands the amount over again? — Yes, 
he demands it because it is not posted in the books. 
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3417 . Chaibman. — You are tliere receiving money 
each day. Money is paid to you, -which you return 
Tourself. You i-etum that on your pay sheets, and 
- jjave nothing to do -with the posting of that in the 
'ledger. Has it occurred that i-ates -wei-e demanded 
a<rain in consequence of not being posted from the 

sheets to the ledger 1— Every collector is supposed 
tooheck every day ray blocks and post in my books 
the payments received. When the business is very 
hea-vy the thing may occur to any man. He may omit 
to make the posting in his books. If it is not posted 
in his books the collector -wOl call, and tlie ratepayer 
gays he paid it into the office on such a day. Tliat 
hi occiuTed, but not often. 

3418. The posting done by the collector is a posting 
from your blocks, and not from the ward ledger 1 — Yes. 

34 1 9 . The ward ledgers are frequently in an-ear, 
not being posted for some months 1 — They have been. 

3420. Mr. Phipps. — Are receipts sent tlirough the 
post handed ovei- to yon 1— Yes, every letter and 
cheque that comes with money. I am bound to send 
receipts, and the money is included in my lodgments. 

3421. Chairman. — If a man comes in and says, 

'* I want to pay rates due on my house, but I only 
came into occupation of that house on the 1st of May,” 
how do you ascertain first of all if his allegation is 

1—That is one of the most nnpleasaat things tliat 
come before us. The public tliink it is discourtesy 
on my pai-t not to receive the rates. A man hands in 
a deolai-ation which I take from him, but it must be 
ratified by the collector as I am only there as cashier. 
Until the declaration is investigated by the Collector- 
General and inspected I cannot receive tlie rates. 

3422. After that is a calculation to be made 1 — Yes; 
that calculation is made in the office by the staff. 

3423. It is not impossible to receive the rates in 
resjiect of a house when a man brings in a declaration 
of vacancy 1 — Yes. 

3424. Does it often liappen that a man comes back 
a second or thii-d time and yon have not got the 
necessary information to take the rates from him 1 — 
Yes, often. 

3425. How does that arise ? — Because tlie declara- 
tions are not entered in the ledger. The collector very 
often makes a calculation when declaa-ations aa-e lying 
there. They have not been checked and put in tlie 
ledger. The collector fre<iueutly makes tire calcula- 
tion himself, and it is not put on the ledger at all. 

3426. Mr. Phipps.— To save trouble to the rate- 
payers in cases of that kind would it be a good plan 
for the Collector-General to direct the declarations to 
be handed to the collector, who should be instructed 
to call immediately on the ratepayer ? — I think so ; 
the moment a declaration is received, and ratified by 
the collector, if the calculation is made and at once 
worked. 

3427. Could you not hand it to the collector rvith 

instructions to immediately call on the ratepayer for 
the money 1 No doubt that could be done. 

3428. Chairman. — If a man comes in to pay rates 
where the rates are actually due for the entire year, 
how long generally is he detained in the office before 
you take payment from him assuming you have 
nothing else to do 1 — Five minutes will do unless a 
man came in -with .£20 -worth of sOver and copper. 
The actual -wi-iting of a receipt and taking a cheque 
or notes does not take five minutes. 

3429. Do yon find it takes some time to asceitain 
arreai-sl — The books for some time past are so kept that 
it would be impossible to find out at a glance how a 
man’s account stands. It is hard to trace it. If I 
have reason to suppose a man is in arrear I must 
travel through a number of books instead of having a 
ledger in which the account is brought foi"ward. 

3430. That takes a considerable timel — Of com-se 
it does. 

3431. Mr. Phipps. — Is tliere a danger of your 
giving a ratepayer a receipt for 1877 leaving the 
airears of 1876 unpaid? — Great risk. 

3432. And rates might be lost in that way? — 


Certainly. It is most damaging to the collection the j<»i. 10 , ma. 
an-ears not being brought forward in the ledger. Be- Lambart 
fore the last new ledger was made out I -was for 
months working from the rate-books where they are 
eLUinglobo. That leads to mistakes. It is not a very 
difficult calculation, but I had no lodger to assist me. 

3433. Chairman. — When did that occur? — Three 
years ago I had to work from the rate-books. For 
four or five months the books were not made out. 

3434. Did you represent that to the chief clerk in 
your office ? — I did speak about it. 

3435. What reason was given to you for its not 
being done ? — The Collector-General did not pay for 
the making out oi the books. 

3436. Was any portion of tliat work done by extra 
scriveuei-y after horn's? — At the end of the year, about 
November, the chief clerk came to the clerks in the 
office and asked e:icli man if he would take sciivenery. 

The sciivenei'y was divided amongst the different 
members of the staff, and on the 1st January every 
ledger and rate-book were in the office in a lit state of 
work and ready for the collectors. That has not been 
the case for years. 

3437. That sciivenei'y, of course, was an extra 
charge over and above the ordinary sums paid in the 
department. Do you consider that you alone, during 
the greater part of tlie year, are sufficient to collect 
the money ))aid into the office ? — For many months in 
the year I am sufficient. 

3438. Withoutdetainingtliepublic aiiyuni'easonahle 
time? — Yes. 

3439. Are there portions of the year you would re- 
quii'e more help than the office could give you? — Yes. 

At the end of the year a gentleman had to go a-way 
without paying his taxes, and I and Mr. Boui'ke 
worked from ten in the morning uutil six o’clock. 

3440. Some portion of that pressui'e would be re- 
lieved if the rates were obliged to be paid at an 
earlier portion of the year? — Xcs. Up to the 31st 
August there is considerable pressure also to qualify 
voters. 

3441. Another thing that arises from this gi'eat 
pressure at the endofthe year is that you have not time 
to make a clear account? — There is no time requii'ed 
for that. I keep a cash-book in which I enter every- 
thing I receive from tlie public, and every morning I 
send up an accomit to the Collectov-Genei'al, and I 
make out a lodgment docket and send to the bank, 
so that every day’s transaction squares itself. 

3442. Is it in the morning you lodge the money? — 

The previous day’s collection is lodged in the morning. 

3443. Mr. Phipps. — You had £9,000 on the 31st 
December held over to tlie 1st of Januai'y, could not 
some plan be adopted to get that large amount over to 
your bank account? Suppose an arrangement was 
made that no money would be received on the 31st? 

It would be a gi'eat loss to the rates to do that. It 

would not do at all. 

3444. Chairman.— As long as you keep your cash 
office open at all it must be kept open the entire year. 

During the time you have been in your office are you 
aware whetlier any representations or complaints have 
been made to the Collector-General in reference to 
you, either by people in tlie office or outside? — I am 
aware tliat complaints have been made by people out- 
side the office. I have to meet tlic public, and cannot 
please them all when they come to pay rates. 

3445. Has the Collector-General taken any hostile 
action in reference to yon ? — Never. 

3446. Or have any of the staff taken hostile action 
in refei'ence to you? — No. 

3447. yon are free from any of the recrimmations 
which havearisen in some other cases? — I havenothing 
to complain of. There is onlyone matter I havetocom- 
plain of, and that is the matter of doctor’s certificates, 

-which is most unfair. I will state one case. I was 
away once from the office on a certificate given by Dr. 

E. Hamilton, of Stephen’s-green, medical ad-viser to 
the department. I went to the county Meath and got 
another certificate, and during that time the Collector- 
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Cleiioral lined me £i in fiice of two doctor’s certifi/- 
cates. • 

(5448. Wiis tliere anv rca-son given by the Collector- 
General fol‘ tliat? — Yes, that it was a case of shamming 
on my part. 

3449. Were inquiries made to ascertain if it was 
shtetming? — I don’t know. 1 was not able to walk 
for three weeks. 

3450. You addressed a memorial to Lord Hailing- 
ton t — Tlie memorial was sent i>ack to me. There >vas 
no action taken in the matter. 

3451. Was that because you ought to have addressed 
if to the Collector-General '? — No. I was told I might 
go on witJi the memoiial., baton advice I withdrew it. 

345'2. Didyousenditthrougli the Collector-Genevall 
— The Collector-General refused positively to send 
forward any meinoiial. 

3453. Have you ever asked to your knowledge, or 
have any of the clerks in the office, ever asked the 
Collector-General to make any representation of com- 
plaintl — On that occasion I believe I asked the Collec- 
tor-General to send forward the memorial. 

3454. Were other comidaints made? — I know he 
refused to .send forward a memorial of Mr. Penys. 

3455. In reference to what? — Well, I could not tell 
you at the moment, but T know what I state is true. 
It was with reference to the chief cleric. 

3456. You have spolcen of your illness. It has 
been said here the office is vei-y unhealthy ; have you 
found that sol — Last year- it nearly cost me my life. 
I got cold in the office, and it ended in my having to 
wear a muffler and great coat there. I told tlie 
Collector-General I was not able to work. He did 
not seem to think I was unfit to work. The next day 
I wont home and sent for a doctor, and it turned out that 
I had inJiammation of tho lungs, and it was a toss up 
wlietlier I died or not. I applied for leave on Dr. 
Smyly’s certificate, but the Collector-General would 
not receive this certificate. The general rule is to send 
in a certificate, but he would not receive it. 

34o7. jMr. PiiiPi'S. — That is not the practice in tho 
Civil Service ? — I consider that a very hard case. 

3458. Chaieman. — Suppose a man is honajide ill as 
I am sure you were, aud he wishes to get sick leave, 
wlait w.'ll the Collector-General act on if he does not 
accept the doctor's certificate 1 — He said he would 
require a certificate from Dr. Cruise and Dr, Hamilton. 
In face of Dr. Hamilton’s certificate he fined me £i, 
aud with Dr. Cruise’s certificate I found difficulty in 
getting liim to receive them. There is a minute on 
the book saying Di'. Hamilton’s certificate is to be 
received. 

3459. Dr. Harailtou is medical man of your depart- 
ment and Dr. Cruise 1 — They are the only two medical 
men in Dublin whose certificate the Collector-General 
con.sidors valuable. 

3460. Mr. Phipps. — I really hope tlie CoUector- 
Gciicral will SCO the necessity of recouping you that 
£41 — I hope so. I never was absent from work 
during eleven years except then. 

3461. Is that the only case of your being fined? 

Another case of fining occuixed, not on medical 
certificate. 

3462. Chairman. — Has thei'e been ratlicr a consi- 
derable number of absences from the office by reason 

of sickness duidng tho time you have faoen there 1 

There has been. One reason that caused that was, 
wo used to have three weeks leave of absence, and that 
was completely done away with. It was refused, and 
we were obliged to work from one end of the year to 
the other without leave of absence, and I think that was 
the cause of many illnesses that took place. 

3463. You said the i-ule of the office was three 

weeks’ leave ; has that rule been departed from? It was 

completely abolished on Mr. Moylan coming into office. 

3464. Since that time has there been no sucli thing 
as absence in the office oh leave? — ^Yes. When Sir 
M. H. Beach came here he allowed the regular leave 
in tho office 


3465. Was tliat . after a correspondence with the 
Government 1 — I fancy so. 

3466. Was it brought under the notice of the Chief 
Secretary by the staff in the office 1 — I breught it be- 
fore the notice of the Chief Secretary myself. 

3467. In a formal way 1 — Yes. 

3468. Siiiee that time you got three weeks’ leave?—. 
Yes. 

3469. lam informed by Mr. Browning that there 
is an order of Council in reference to that ? — Yes. 

3470. Prior to that time was it the rule that the 
officei'S got no leave at all during the year? — The Col- 
lector-General refused totally to give any. 

3471. Was it because the staff was insufficient to 

discharge tJie duty, or on other grounds?— cpuldnot 
give you any reason for it. , 

3472. No representation was made during that period 
that the staff was deficient, so that it appears singular. 
Do you know whether before 1.870 there was leave 
given in th e office ? — Y es, I had leave a year before that. 
A fortnight it was that time, and we generally got a 
week extra if we went to the Collector-General. 

3473. You mentioned that you were detained at 
home for two montlis ; because the medical certificate 
would not be received during these two months were 
you attending the office? — No. I was in bed ill, I 
had a correspondence Avitli the Chief Secretary on the 
subject. 

3474. Is tliat coiTespondence in the office? — I have 
my part of the correspondence. 

3475. Send it in to the Secretary. Had you been 
ordered at the time to go away for your health ? — Dr. 
Smyly recommended me to go to the south of France 
for six months. 

3476. Was it lung disease you suffered from? In- 

flammation of tlie lungs. 

3477. Did you get the six montlis’ leave ? — No. I 
was kept at home for two montlis. I then went to 
Dr. Hamilton, and told him I was most anxious to get 
back to my work. I said I must get some leave or 
give up altogether. He said, do you think a moatli 
would do. I said, “If you oei’tify me for a month's leave 
I will go, and if I am able to come back to my duties 
I will come back.” He then certified to the Collecton 
General that he considered it necessary for me to get 
a month’s leave, and leame back at the end of the month. 

3478. Is there any minute in the office as to the 
way sick leave should be obtained? — None. 

3479. There is a minute, you said, that the certifi- 
cate of Dr. Hamilton would be received? — There is a 
minute in the Chief Secretary’s office to that effect 

3480. What is the extent of tho leave gi-anted by 
the rule of the Privy Council ? — Three weeks. 

3481. Mr. Brooks. — Is that subject to any reduction 
if a man is ill during the year? — No. Tliroe weeks in 
good health. 

3482. Mr. Phipps. — Does tliat Privy Council rule 
extend to the Collectors as regards leave? — I believe 
it docs. It has been intended that it should extend 
to them. 

3483. Has it been allowed to take effect? — Ithinknot. 

3484 . Chaieman. — Is there anything else you would 
like to add ? — Except about the accommodation of tlie 
office. You have heard all about that before. Thei'e 
is no convenience of any kind to work in tho office, 
and from the v.'ay in which the books have been kept 
for some time, there are obstacles in tho way of the ' 
work of the office and tho collection of rates. 

3485. Plave you any reason to believe that the re- 
fusal of sick leave to you under the circumstances 
mentioned arose from any personal feelings on the part 
of the Collector-General, or whether it is tho system ? 
— Tho Collector-General seems to think that a man, 
if ho has to earn his bread, should be made of steel-r 
that he should never be sick. 

3486. Docs the Collector-General take any leave 
himself? — He does. 

3487. Mr. Brooks. — ^You told us the way in which 
you lodged all the money daily. Is there no money left 
for change? — None. I lodge every farthing I get. 
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3488. Then, suppose a man came iu -with a £10 
note to pay £3 or £4 1 — Then I have to detain him, 
and send for change. 

3489. Do you recommend that a sum should he left 
in the hands of the Cashier for affording f^ilities of 
tliatkindl — You know there is nearly always a col- 
lector or two iu the office backwards and fonvards, 
and not having change leads to very little inconveni- 
ence. The messenger may have to he sent out in the 
beginning of the day for change of a large note, but we 
are so near the b<onk there is very little inconvenience. 
It sometimes occui'S tliat a man is kept waiting for 
some time before cliange can be given to him. 

3490. Mr. Phipps. — D o you think the Clerk ought 
to have a standing amount for that purpose! — That 
would be a very good plan, indeed. 

3491. Do you think that would be sufficient! — 
Quite sufficient for the purpose. (Cash book pro- 
duced). This is an account of the daily receipts. 
There is the amount received, and thcie is the amount 
of lodgment in tlie bank next morning. 

3492. Is there anything to indicate that tiiose pay- 
ments are posted in the lodger!— Nothing. I have 
aotbih" to say to that. I receive the money from the 
public," lodge it in the bank, and my responsibility 

'^^3493. Do you hand this book over to any person in 
the office to have the various amounts )josted into tlie 

ledger! No, because the blocks of the receipts ai-e 

what they post frem, and not from my book. There 
is a block to every receipt, and the clerk who has 
oliarge of the po.sting has all these blocks stitched to- 
gether, and posts from them. 

3494. Is there any book in which are entered the 
vaiious siuns received from the various collectors! — 
Yes. Mr. Taaffe keeps the book. 

3495. Have you here any copy of the block book 
fi-om which is posted to the rate books the suras r-e- 
oeived! — No, sii'. I have notliing to say to that. 

Mr. Taaffe. — The system is simply this. Thei-o is 
a brown paper book in which the messenger posts these 
blocks to preserve them in case any eri-or might occur. 
These might be the means of tracing it. These are all 
preserved. 

3496. Is thei-e any example here ! — No. We will 
easily get it for you. 

3497. Chaikmak.— M r. Lambart, the Cclleetor- 
General lias asked me to refer to his minute book 
under your name, and I will do so. The first entry 
in which your name appears is this. It is under the 
date 30th August, 1876; — “Mr. Lambaid reported 
that he hful £6 14s. 8d. over in his cash, and having 
his receipts checked, he was not able to trace it. I 
directed that the money should be lodged.” Is that 
the case you have mentioned to us ? — No, it is not. 
The case I mentioned was when the Collector-General 
first came into the office. Some short time after he 
came a receipt turned up against me. The Collector- 
General sent for me, and censured me very much, be- 
cause, he said, I should have reported to him any 
moneys over.. I simply acted iu the same way as old 
Mr. Taaffe.did — as I saw him do — put the money in 
the cash box, make a note of tlie amount, and when 
the receipt tuimed.up, pay tlie money in. Fi'oin tlie 
date of that transaction I always did as the Collector- 
Geaex'al. ordered. . I always reported to him. 

3498. The money was iu the cash-box at the time 
tliis question cropped up ! — Yes, the money was there. 

3499. Was it ever reconciled! — Oh, yc.s; tlio re- 
ceipt was found, and tlie money paid in. 

3500. The next minute is about this medical certifi- 
cate — “ 24th November, 1876, letter from Mr. Liuu- 
bart, enclosing a medical certificate, signed by Di-, 
Smyly, recommending that officer to ask for leave of 
absence for six mouths.” I do not find aiiytliiug 
more tlian that in that page except the signature of 
the Collector-General — his initials. 

Mr. Lambart. — There is one thing I avish to mention 
in reference to the minute book. I was always of 
the inipre^ion that if a man . made a record as head of 


a departmeut he .shoul.l send for you and read for you Jan. ie, 1878. 

what he records. Tliat book is a sealed volume in 

which are thiuga written I know nothing about. The • ‘ 

Colleetor-tloiucal has never sent for a man to read to 

him what ho Ii.is written against him. I only look on 

that as a private memorandum, not a minute book. 

3501. CiiAiKMAX. — I see there are some things 
wliieh are clearly minutes — directions given to the 
officers as to the way they are to discharge their 
duties — how are tliese macle public in the office! — 

Mr. Taaffe communicates to the different membere of 
the staff' if lie has anything to tell them. 

3502. I find there are minutes giving general di- 
rections to the collectors — are these ever piililishcd in 
any way ! — They are wiitteu on slips and pinned to 
the notice board sometimes. 

3503. The next entry in this is at page 280 — “ 6th 
December, 1876. Report received from Dr. Hamilton 
that he was of opinion that one month’s leave of ab- 
sence would be sufficient to restore Mr. Lambart’s 
health.” I suppose this time you got the month 
mentioned! — Yes. 

3504. I find on the 3rd January, 1877, “ a letter 
from Mr. Lambart with a certificate fiom Dr. Smyly. 

For reply see letter-book.” There ought to be some re- 
cognised .system of getting leave. Here is a minute 
I wish to call attention to. It is dated April 7th, 

1877— 

“ A letter received from the Eev. Dr. Sadlicr, 31 Meriiim-squi-.rc, 
complaining that he iiad not received a receij)t for ill los., wni.-li 
he paid in on Thursday to Mr. Lambart, who promised tliat he 'vould 
forward the receipt (which he was writing at the time) by post, Dr. 

Sadlier having to leave the office without it, in consequence of the 
length of time he was delayed, although there was no one hut him- 
self to he attended to. Dr. Sadlier states that after calling to-day 
he could get no satisfactory answer from Jir. Lambart. On in- 
vestigation I found that Mr. Lambart handed the receipt to the 
eollector of tlie district, who forgot to send the receipt untilto-day. 

Viewing this as most irregular, I reprimanded Mr. Lambart, anil J 
directed that in future he should do his own business instead of 
deputing it to the collector. Tor letter to Dr. Sadlier see letter- 
hook." 

Do you remeiuber fJiat matter being investigated ! — I 
do. What oceuiTcd iu tlie matter was, that I gave 
tlie receipt, as stated in that minute, to the collector 
of the district, who was going that way to Dr. Sadleir 
next morniug. Mr. Weathevu)), the collector, I be- 
lieve, forgot to give it. I did it in that way in- 
stead of sending it threugli post. 

3505. Why were you not able to give it to him 

then ! Dr. Sadleir exonei-ated me frem all blame. He 

is a testy man and would not wait a second, and went 
off as he sometimes does in a testy way. He would 
not wait a moment and give me time to write the re- 
ceipt. 

3506. Jlr. MuiiRAY. — Were you engaged at other 
work at the time!— No, sir, but I was writing the re- 
ceipt. 

3507. CsAiauAS. — Instead of sending it by post 
you gave it to the collector 1 — I gave it to the collector, 
and when the Collector-General sent for me I stated 
the case as it occurred. 

3508. Here is a minute dated 8th May, 1877 — 

“ Baron Dowse returned receipt for XIO 13s. Si?., .laving been 
improperly lilled up by Mr. Lambert, who styled the Baron ‘Mr.’ 
ilowsc ; rcpriinaiidod Mr. Lambart, ami forwarded an apology to 
the right houourable gODtlenian." 

What have you to say about that ? — The receipts are 
in printed forms witli the word “Mr.” It was an 
error on my part I sliould have written “ The Right 
Hon. Bareu Dowse.” I went u)i pcraonally to the 
Baron’s house, and apologised to liiui myself. 

3509. I have referred to the various entries in this 
book in reference to you, because the Collector-General 
asked me to do so, and these are the only ones I caii 
find in the index to the book on the subject. Now, 

Mr. Moylan, why is it you referred me to the various 
minutes in this book about Mr. Lambait ? 

Mr. Moylan . — To show liis great irregularity. 3Ir. Muylaa. 

3510. And arc the minutes I have read evidence of 
this iiTcgularity ! — Some of them. 
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3511. Are these the evidence of his irregularity 1 — 
Yes. 

3512. Did you ever fine him for any of these 
irregularities t — Seldom. I have had to fine him for 
coming in late in the morning. 

Mr. Lambart. — I have to state that I never left the 
office in my life either without the chief clerk’s leave 
or the Collector-General’s, except when I have been 
sick. 

3513. CHAiBHiN. — Upon this subject, Mr. Lambart 
told us you fined him £4 when absent by rea.son of 
sickness although there were two medical certificates? 

He had not forwarded them when I inflicted those 

fines. 

3514. He did not forward them? — He did not. 

3515. Did you ever get anv medical certificates? — 
Ho. 

3516. Mr. Phipps. — D id you ask for one anterior 
to the time you fined him the £4? — | No answer.] 

Examination of Mr. Lambart resumed. 

3517. Cir,uiniAN Do you remembei- the date of 

the fine? — 1 do not, but I c.ui tell you the cireiim- 
stanees of the ease as it happened. 

3518. Mr. Murray. — W as it prior to the 20th 
August, 1876, when you first reported yourself sick ? 

Mr. Lambnrt — I handed in my doctor’s certificates 
and reported myself at the same moment. 

Mr. Brooks. — Y ou were in Meath — I think that 
may refresh your memory as to the date? — I had to 
go home. I cannot tell you the date now. I wish to 
explain the circumstances of the case. The Collector- 
General states that he i-eceived no doctor’s certificate 
from me. I got leave from the late chief clerk (who 
is now in the room) to see Dr. Edward Hamilton. I 
went out and received a certificate that I was perfectly 
unfit for duty. I handed it to the chief clerk. He, 
to the best of my belief, saw it. I went on the next 
morning. I went by the five o'clock ti-ain to my home 
in Meath, and I was in bed for three weeks. 

3519. Chairman. — W as that certificate renewed? 
— It Was renewed by Dr. Hamilton of Navan. 

3520. And it was in reference to that you were fined 
£4:1—1 was fined £4. 

3521. Mr. Murray. — W ere those sent into the 
office. They were sent into the office. I have co]>ies 
of them all. 

3522. Chairman. — C anyon give us the dates? — I 
can trace all the dates. 

3523. Mr. Murray. — D id the Collector-General 
acknowledge the receipt of these certificates to you? — 
I do not remember that he has done .so. 

3524. Mr. Phipps. — D id you transmit them by 
letter? — I think the first certificate ivas handed in be- 
cause I left the office on the evening of the day I 

3525. Chairman. — I find the following minute 
dated 26th July, 1873 : — 

“Mr. Lambnrt having acted witli gross insubordination to Mr. 
Ilanlciti, cbief clerl:, who reraonstrsted with liim for allowing a 
young man to be smoking a cigar behind tbc counter in tlie public 
ollice. When called before mo for an explanation he repeated 
such insulting language to a superior otllcer I deemed it right to 
record a fine of lOs. for such unwarrantable conduct.'’ 

Tell us the circumstance connected with that? — I ■will 
have to think over the matter, because the minutes in 
that book are so numerous, and they ai-e more like 
those for keeping a school than a public office. 

3526. We think it right inasmtieli as the Collector- 
General has specifically called attention to them to 
read the minutes and give you an opportunity for an 
explanation? — I should like you to read them all. 

3527- Do you remember this particulaa- one ? — I do, 
One day a Mr. Jamison came into the office to see 
me. He is not a man of business, and he happened to 
he smoking a cigar. The chief clerk spoke to me 
about his smoking tlie cigar. What I said to the 
chief clerk I cannot tell you, but the young gentleman 
came in smoking, and he did not put out the cigar. 
He is a private friend of my own, The public come 


in smoking cigars, and I am obliged to write receipts 
when the ofiioe is full of smoke. 

Mr. Charles Henry Hanlon recalled. 

3528. Chairman. — Do youi-emember anythingoon- 
nected with that occurrence, Mr. Hanlon? — I declare 
I cannot lecollect the circumstances, but I think it 
must have been as stated, that I saw a young gentle- 
man inside ths countei’ smoking a cigar. 

3529. Mr. Murray. — Was Mr. Jamison inside 
the counter? — He was. I cannot recollect thecii-cmri. 
stances, but I have no doubt I spoke seriously to Mr. 
Lambart about it, and I believe it is quite certain Mr 
Lainbart maile the same short answer. 

3530. Did you report him to the Collector-General? 
— I eei tainly did. The fact of it is, so peculiar waa 
the Collector-General, that I Avould put myself in a 
most dangerous position if I did not represent things 
that I would much rather never have spoken about 
and I ma}' say the former Collector-General and I 
had a perfect understanding on such subjects, and he 
often told me there were many things he would much 
rather not .see or liear about. 

3531. Wiis hir. Jamison paying rates, or was he 
a visitor ? 

3532. Mr. Lambart . — He was niy ]>rivate friend 
simply calling on me. 

3533. CiiAiiiMAN. — I find on tlie 6th October, 1873, 
tlie following ; — 

“ Mr. M'Ccimas.of ICxclief|uer-streot, a most respectable raerchanl, 
complainer! that on lust Friday be temlerocl his cheque for .£29 IQj. 5/f. 
about 4 o'clock to Mr. Lambart, who wa-s in the cash olfice, which 
Mr. Lambart refuseil to take stating that the office had been closed 
for the day. Mr. M‘Comas remonstrated, he admittetl, (vnrmly at 
the refusal .stating that it was not 4 o'clock, when Mr. l.ambart 
used most unwarraiUable language s.iyiiig ‘ You are a liar.’ Such 
language I deemed most improper and cautioned hfr. Lambart that 
if a aniilar occurrence should come under my notice I would adopt 
u decided ooutsc. I have to add that on nuinerotis occasions rate- 
payers have Complained of Mr. Lambart’s rude and offensive manner. 
He admitted to-day in the presence of Mr. Taaffe that he felt no 
interest in the departinoiit." 

Do you remember anything at all about that? — I 
do. I remember the circumstances perfectly. Mr. 
M'Comas came in after four o’clock. Mr. Taaffe can 
vei-ify what I say, as he happened to he there. I had 
the cash box in my hands, and the cash made up for 
the day. He spoke to me in a most offensive way, and 
I think he threatened to thrash me, which I did not 
see the force of after ofiice hours. I remonstrated 
against being thrashed by Mr. M'Comas. 

Mr. Taaffe . — I was present, and Mr. M'Comas was 
far in a way more rude than Mr. J-ambart was. 

3534. Chairman. — A nd did he threaten to tliraali 
Mr. Lambart ? — Indeed he did. He was in such a 
passionate state at the time, he had not the smallest 
idea of what lie was saying. 

3235. There aa'e only a fe'w of these minutes over 
the six years. We do not want to go into these matters. 
Did you, Mr. Moylan, ever consider it necessary to 
represent in any way Mr. Lambart's conduct to tbe 
executive ? — No. 

3536. I.s it a fact that Mr. Lambart asked you 
when reprimanding him to report him to the Execu- 
tive ? — I have no recollection that he has done so. 

Mr. Lambart . — On one occasion he threatened to 
suspend me and report me to the Castle, and I begged 
to consider myself under suspension, but he would 
not allow it. So as to have my case heard out, I re- 
qnested it should be done. 

Chairsian- — W e have looked into these minutes, in- 
asmuch as Mr. Moylan has called our attention to 
them, but what sui'prises me, and I suppose the otlier 
Commissioners, about it is, that they are entries of 
ordinary circumstances such as might occur in any de- 
partment ; probably there is no department in which, 
if an account were kept, the same thing would not be 
recorded. 

Mr. Murray. — T hey are all of a trivial nature. 

Mr. Moylan . — But tliere are no such remarks about 
any other officer. 

Chairman. — I think that is remarkable, but it may 
be remarkable in different ways. 
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Mr. Hcan M‘Ini'yre re-examined. 

3537 Ceaieman,— Now Mr. M‘Iiityre, on behalf of 
ii-e collectors you have called attention to a memorial 
tVit was presented to the Collector-General, and you 
disked that it should be read. I ivill read it, and we 
,vi!l subsequently found questions upon it. Do you 
happen to remember the date on which the memorial 
was iiresentcd ?— I think early in 1870. 

The Chairmttn read the memorial, viz. ; — 


“ Sbowetl' — 

“ 1, Your mcmorinli.sts respectfully request your kind consid- 
eration of Ike various duties wkieh devoh'e upon tliein, tho expenses 
M-liicb they necessarily incur, tbe risk and loss to wliich tbey aro 
exposed, the present iuci-eaaed expense of procuring the necessaries 
■ of life “"'f fl"-' decreased romimcration which tbey now receive; 
snd your meimu ialisls futtber request that you will, in the circuin- 
stimce-s liiTcinafler mentioned, aid them in oblainiiig a more certain 
an<l liberal payment for their services. 

“2. Y'ourincinorialUts’duliosaicnuincrousandof tliemostarduous 
desci iplion, requiring an amount of careful consideralion and Ihought- 
fiiliie'S, coupled wiih great responsibility, and a coitain amount of 
outlay, in the discharge of their duties, as hereafter mentioned. 

•• 3 .’ Their duties in each ycarcommoiicc with the preparation of 
tlicir arrear sheets, showing the amount of uncollected rales for the 
previous s car. This work occupies each collector about one month, 
iiml aftcrwanls those arrear sheets have to bo vouched item by item 

'An insolvent arrear return lias also to be prepared by each 
collector, containing a list of premises out of wliioh tliei-c is no pos- 
sibilitv of eoilecting rates, and the premises referred to therein 
ius|>ec'led by yon, or your inspector, in company with the collector. 

5. Jn the course of each year a vast number of people change 
their residences, which circumstance entails on the collectors a very 
grc.H amount of labour and trouble in procuring declarations from 
tbe iben occupiers of the vacated promises showing tho date of the 
commencement of their occupation ; and when such declarations arc 
^c^•ci^ cd, calculations have then to be made by tiic collectors so as 
to ascertain the pro]>ortion to bn collected out of the entire rates 
assessed on the promises, and the balance has then to be written off 
on the “ remission paper,” at tbe end of the yoar, so as to close the 
account- 

” Cl. Simiillnneous with the last-mentioned duties, the collectors 
have each of them to prepare and serve about 3,000 fourtecn-day 
Koliccs, copies of which must be kept by the collectors, so as to 
enable them to sue for and recover all the imcollccted rates. The col- 
lectors have then to go from house to house until they have completed 
t!ie service of all said noLiecs. This duty is of ilie most unpleasant 
•description, as they are obliged to go into some of the most abomin- 
able localities, and are subjected to great dangers both to health and 
person. 

“ 7. The collectors, owing to the magnitude of the work conse- 
quent upon tiic duties above referred to, are unable personally to 
prepare those notices, and are obliged, at considerable expense, to 
■employ persons to copy same. 

”8. The collectors arc also obliged to amend tho rate-books con- 
tinually, OM'iiig to tlic various changes which take place during the 
vear. 'in tho iicrforinanco of this duty the greatest care and vigil- 
ance is required, as upon tho accuracy of the rate-hooks depends to 
a great extent the riglit of the occupiers to the franchise. 

“ D, The collectors have also to mark the I’arliamentary Voters’ 
I.ist, ami to examine into the claims of all parties requiring to be 
placed on the rate, and for this pur|ipse they have to attend at the 
houses of each of the various claimants, so a.s to be able to decide 
ns to the respective rights of each of the parties so claiming. The 
attendance of the collectors is subsequently required in court on the 
rs'vi.siou of the lists of voters to answer all questions touching said 
claims (and otherwise) as the llovisiug Bari-ister may require of 
them. ThU avork occupies the collectors for more than one month 
in each year, and for it they do not receive any iiayment whatever, 
“10. liaclr of the collectors have to collect from £12,000 to 
£10,000 annually, and they are subjected to great lmvdshii>s in 
connexion with this rather onerous and responsible iluty, as they 
have to visit unwiiolesorae and dangerous houses and localities, and 
are exposed to the risk of infection and robbery. 

1 1. Gieat expense is necessarily caused to your memorialists by 
the very gctieral habit of the ratepayers postponing payment of 
their rates till tho last moment; not only have your memorialists 
to call frequently for paymenl, but they have also to send circulars 
and notices, aod for which they receive no compensation. In the 
discharge, of their said duties your memorialists are not only oecu- 
ined during (he day hut fteqiieutly during the night also till one or 
two o’clock in the morning. 

" 1 2. Yoiir memorialists .also heg to bring under your notice the 
fact that cncli of the rural collectors of Poor Pate for the South 
Publiii Union who liave the responsibility of collecting only about 
£5,0(i0 annuall)’, and which rale is collected in o«r sum and not by 
hiciahr.cnts as the city rales, receive a sum of £200 per amuim, 
and furCiieiToorc those gentlemen are at liberty and arc able to 
discharge other duties as well, white j'our memorialists are by the 
Collection of Uates Act strictly prohibited from doing so oven were 
they able and willing. 

"The Collectors for the Alliance Gas Company are according to 
seniority allowed to earn each of them from £2u0 to £423, per 
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this venr In- 10 ncr cent' and the amount and labour of their duties 

are not at d! to be compared to those of your memorialists. Mr. M’lntyre 

“At present vour memorialists are paidfor the.rserviccs by a per- 
centage upon their collections which per-centage vanes m the 

Withhi the last two years the rates in tho city of Dublin have 
been reduced on the south side of the^city by Is, and lif- in the 
pound, and on the north side by Is- and oil. Tins great voductioii 
is mainlv owiii" to tlio large amount of monej's lately contributed 
by the Government for ra'^es on public buildings, and also by the 
Corporation of the cilv for rates on their water inaius, on the moneys 
so contributed your n'lemovialists receive no pcr-centagc- 

“ Bv section 27 of the Collection of Rates Act, it is enacted tliat 
the expenses of tho management of tho olltcc of the Collector-General 
inclndiii'r salaries, &c., shall not exceed .£2 10s. per cent, on the 
total amount of moneys collected, in former years tin; entire of the 
fund so created was expended in the management, but for the past 
few years there have been large balances alter payment of all 
expenses. These balances amounted in the year 1872 to the sum 
of £032 Os. W. ; in 1S78. to the sum of £1,207 8s. 2d. ; m lb/4, 
to the sum of £087 14s. Id., and in the year 1875 to about £ 

“ Owing to the before mentioiicd reduction in the rates your memo- 
rialists’ re'iiiuncrafioii has laltcrl>’ been vei-y seriously dimimslied, 
but their labour and neccssarv expenses have greatly increased. 

“ Your melnorla!ist^ respectfully suggest tliat their remuneration 
should not depend upon tlio rate of taxation as at present, but that 
tliey should receive a fixed salary or that some arrangement sliould 
bo made so as hi insure tlicm a fixed minimum salary, but permit- 
tin" fliem to receive siicli amount in excess thereof as the>- may he 
enrilted to under the present system of per-centage payment. 

'• Your memorialists would i-e.spectiulli- suggest that there shoidd 
be tliiee classes of collectors, and that the iiiiniimun salary of the 
tfrsi should be £320 a v. or, and of tlie srconil £280 a year, and of 
tho f/iib-d £250 a year. They also siigge.st that there should be four 
col'cetors of the first class and tlireo of eadi of the other das-ses. 

“The lai-'O balances ammally remaining iu your hands as before 
mentioned wouhl bo far more tlian sufficient to enable you to grant 
the salaries which your memorialists have above suggested. 

“ Your memorialists arc quite willing to agree that the payment 
even of the above minimum salarie.' to each collector should depend 
upon your being satisfied tliat lie had u-ed duo diligence in tiio collec- 
tion of the rates in bis district during tho year. 

“ Your memorialists therefore pray that you will be pleased to 
recommend ilis Excellency tho Lord Lieutenant to accede 
to tlieir request, and to increase their salaries as above sug- 
gested or ill such other manner as you may consider riglit. 

“ (Signed) r.oBKBT Hr.xciiY. High MTxtyiik. 

IlKNia- OvKitiixn. Eheiikbick II. IftXT. 

V-II.I.IAM Wi-iATnEKUP. James T. A, Ckoftox. 

Tlu invEL Baxxos. Hugh F. >’a.asox.” 

3538. Chairm.a. 11 .— Now as Mr. Brooks is a director 
of the Gas Corapauj’, I will ask liiin does that accnratelj 
represent the remuneration of the collectors. 

Mr, Brooks. — I will not say whether it is £410, 

£420, or £430, hut that repiescnts suhstantially the 
remuneration given to the collectors of the Alliance Gas 
Company, xiie duties of a tax collector are mucli 
more unpleasant than those of the collectors of any other 
moneys. 

3539. Chairmax. — I presume, Mr. M'lntyre, the 
document I have now read repi-escnts the feelings of 
the collectors, with the exception of the gentleman 
who lias not signed it, Mr, Gildca? — Yes. 

3540. Tliat being so, what was done with the 
mcinoi'ial? — The Collector-General sent for mo and 
told me that he had read over the immiorial, and he 
added “I think you arc at tho bottom of all thi.s work.” 

I said I liad no more hand- in it than any other of the 
gentlemen, meaning the colleclors. They had com- 
municated their ideas to me, and no doubt I strung 
the ideas together. 

3541. What did he say to you after tlmt.l — Hesaid 
he woidd not fni-ward the jnemorial. He would not 
recommend tlie increase. 1 said “You had better 
send for tho senior collector. I am not senior.” Ho 
did so. He sent for hlr. Heiichy, wlio will tell you 
the result of the interview. 

3542. Were you present during tlie rest of the 
interview? — I was not. 

3543. Was the memorial forwarded iu the end? — 

Never. 

Mr. Moijlan . — It was addressed to me personally, 
hlr. ^f-IiUyvc . — Tlie matter was let drop. 

3544. Mr.riiiprs. — Tsthei-e a minute on it? — Mi-. 

Moylan . — There is a minute. 

3545. The CiiAiiiMAX read the minute dated 24th 
April, 1876, as follows 

“A memorial sent by sight of the collcctor.'i was liandeil to me 
on Saturday. 5Iost of the signatnrea were tboscof gentlemen lately 

U 
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Jan. 10, 1878. appointed, ui^ing a radical change in the scale of their remuneration, 
— founded on statements I cannot recognise as correct. Consequently 

Mr. M'lntyre. I deem it my duty to decline to interfere in tlie matter put forward, 
viewing the remuneration adequate for the duties discharged." 

It tvould seem to me that the effect of the suggestions 
made in that letter ivould tell against tlie gentlemen 
lately appointed, rather than in them favour ? 

Mr. M'lntyre. — Yes. 

3546. I presume there is no man in the office who 
would not receive over £220 by his collection? — £250 
is I believe wliat the Collector-General puts doivn. 

35 47. The suggestion in the memorbil was that the 
first class should be £220 a year? — £250, sir; I did 
not wish to reduce anybody’s remuneration. 

3548. Chaikman. — Mr, MTntyre, we have been ask- 
ing about the Privy Council I-liileas to leave, which 
we have not before us to-day. Does it entitle the 
collectors to get leave as well as the clerks ? — I was 
told so. 

3549. Have the collectors made application? — Yes. 
I made application. I was ill in 1870 from overwork, 
'riie doctor told me so, and lie said if I did not get 
leave quietly, I should get a certificate. I had a 
<iccicled objection to get a certificate — owmg to com- 
ments made by the Collector-General about medical 
certificates. 


3550. You applied for the i-eason you thought you 
were entitled to it? — Quite so. 

3551. What wa.s the result ? — The Collector-Genm-al 
was absent himself on leave at tlie time, and it was to 
Mr. Taaffe I applied. Mr. Taaffe consulted him and 
he said I might have a foi-tnight, but certainly he 
would not give three weeks. 

3552. How long had you been in the office theut 
— Since 1871. 

3553. How long had you been on leave? Nevei- 

before. 

3554. Did the collectors, diming that time get leave ? 
— No. 

Mr. Moylan . — I beg your pardon ; I gave JJr, 
Baniion leave. 

3555. Mr. Mueeat. — W a.s it given as a right 

No. 

3556. Chaieilin. — B ut we ai'e to underetand that 
the collectors got no leave as a right, but as a favour 
and that sparingly given ? — No. 

3557. Do you know whether applications were made 
from time to time by tlie collector.s ? — Yes ; JJr. 
Baiinon made application, and Mr. Crofton, I thhik, 
made a]ipUcation. 

3558. Did lie get leave ? — I do not know. 


Mr. Duffy. 


Mr. Richaed Jajies Duffy examined. 


3559. CnAiEJiAN. — How long have you been in the 
Colleclor-Ganej-aVs — Since early in May, 1869. 

3560 Are you first of tlio second-class clerks? — 
Yes. 

3561. I suppo.se your duties have been miscellane- 
ous? — Miscellaneous; Quite so. 

3562. We have already heard in sufficient detail 
how these duties were performed; and I think we 
Jiavo not much to ask you unless you can suggest some- 
thing. It lias been mentioned that you made an ap- 
plication for sick leave since the Order in Council was 
made? — To what Order in Council do you refer? 

3563. To the oi-der entitling the clerks to get leave 
for tlii-ee weeks ? — I did. I think I made application 
sometime in 1876. I had retiu-ned from my six 
months’ sick leave. I am the clerk yon heard men- 
tioned as getting six months’ sick leave on a medical 
certificate. I considered myself that my health per- 
mitted me to return to duty before the sue months 
expired, and I returned a fortnight before it expired ; 
:ind about six months after, my service during that 
time having been continuous, I mentioned the matter 
to the Collector-General, and I asked him to grant me 
the usual three weeks’ leave. He told me lie would 
not; that I had been away six months. 


3564. Is there anything else you would like to say? 

— With i'eferenc 0 »to the cash-office I would be opposed 
to abolishing it. I think the ratepayers ought to have 
every facility for paying the rates, and also as to tlie 
book-keeping 

3565. As far as these matters are conceraed, we 

have got sufficient information to enable us to form an 
opinion, but, as regaixls the details of the office, 
perhaps you may be able to make some suggestion? 
— I think there ought to be some arrangement come 
to as to the clerks remaining on sick leave say a re- 

cognised medical man appointed as medical attendant 
on the clerks and collectors. 

3566. Mr. Muekay. — Wlien refused the three 
weeks' leave did yon ask tlie Collector-General whether 
yon should not have any part of it in proportion to 
the six montlis’ service ? — He sent for me after I liad 
written to liim, and he told me that in consequence of 
my absence for six months he could not grant me 
leave. I did not press tlie matter fiirther. 

3567. You did not ask him for any less period? I 

think not ; I may have. 

Mr. Moyla/a. — Did you not get leave subsequently 
to that ? — I got thi-ee weeks in 1877. 


Mr. Bourkc. 


Mr. Aethue Boueke examined. 


3568. Chairman (to Mr. Bonrkc). — When did you 
come into the Collector-General’s office ? — In Novem- 
ber, 1873. 

3569. You have been there ever since ? — Ever 
since. 

3570. I suppose your duties have been miscellaneous 
like the others ? — Yes ; at almost everytliing. 

3571. There was a letter received — have you got it 
— tlio letter was written by a gentleman who calls 
himself George Greer, of 57, Harcourt-street, in which 
lie stated that lie called a short time ago to pay rates, 
ami was told they were paid up to December, 1877. 
He said he knew, as a matter of fact, tliey had not been 
paid ; and the money would not be taken ? — I have 
since looked into the matter. The money was paid to 
Mr. Bolton on the 5th October, and he retumed it as 
rates received for the current year (1877), instead 
of the balance for 1870, and it was therefore posted to 
1877, and I concluded tliat the house had been 
cleared off, and it was impossible for me to find out 
the mistake there was such a crowd. I was taking 
money at the time. 


3572. At all events it was returned for 1877, and 
discharged imjiroperly ? — It was. 

3573. Mr. Bolton is the gentleman whose iiregu- 
larity lias led to his practical dismissal ? — Just so. 

3574. Is there anything else you xvishto suggest ? — 
I have taken the cash at busy times for four years, and 
I have no allowance wliatever in case of los-s. There 
are three clerks in the office who get an allowance. 

o575. Mr. Mureay. — But it is not given to any 
persons except those constantly in the cash office ?— I 
have been there at the busy time. 

3576. There are three clerks getting tlie £10, al- 
though they are not constantly receivbig cash?— 
Yes. 

3577. Mr. Perry told us he is receiving £10, and 
of course Mr. Lambart is — who is the third ? — I think 
Mr. Taaffe, but I am not sure. 

3578. Chairman, — Do you find security when you 
go into the office, as the otliers do ? — I do. 

3579. To the same amount? — Yes. I merely men- 
tion it as I happen to lose small sums. 
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Mr. WiLLiAii Gkaham examined. 


■5580. Chairman.-— I believe you are not pei-man- 
entiy appointed in the office yet 1— No, sir ; I have 
not served my six months yet on probation. 

3581. How long have you been there ? — I have been 
there since tlie 7th August. 

3582. Then up to the jirosent time Mr. Moylan 
has not certified for you — He has not. 

' 3583. I believe he does not, as a matter of fact, cer- 
tify according to the letter- of the regulations unti 1 the 
end of the six months 1 — I think he does not certify 
until the end of the six months. 

3584. htr. hlURRAV. — Wliat work have you been 

employed at since you have been in the office ? — 
Various. , , , , t- , 

3585. Have you been keopmg the books ( — i have 
been posting the pay-slieets into the wan-antledgers. 

3u8G. Have you had anything to do with correspon- 
dence No ; I have not. I do not remember having 
.any correspondence. 


3587. Chairman. —What were you employed at 
before you went there ?— I was in an agency office in 
the Commercial Buildings for nearly two years. 

3588. Wliat kind of agency ? — Commission agency. 

3589. I believe you have been subjected to no test 
examination up to the present time 1 — I was up at the 
Castle for an examination. 

3590. But was it in connexion with this office? — 
Yes, sir j a pass examination. 

3591. That is, before you were nominated on pro- 
bation you were examined by the Civil Service Com- 
missionei-s? — Yes, sir. 

3592. Wliat subjects were you examined in on that 
occasion ? — I was examined in English composition, 
dictation, arithmetic, and copying, I think, of manu- 
script. 

ColUctor-General . — I have only to say I asked three 
months more probation from the Loi-d Lieutenant, 
as he was young and inexperienced. 


Mr. Patrick Hogan, Wan-ant Officer, examined. 


3593. Chairman. — How long have yon been war- 
nmt olficer in this department? — A year and four 
months. 

3594. Before that time wliat occupation were you 

CD"a''ed in? I was an iiLspector of the Dublin Police. 

3595. Something has been said about this appoint- 
whether it was by the Collector-Genei-al ? — I 

ViVi recommended by him — nominated by him. 

359G. But the apiiointmcnt was actually made by 
tlie Govei-nraent? - -Yes. 

3597. What salary are you getting now ?— I am 
netting £100 a year and 3d. in the £ for all the money 
collected. 

3.598. Tliat is for all tho money you levy ? — Yes. 

3599. Since you came in how many warrants have 
been put in your bauds? — BetweeiiaboutGOO and 700. 

.3000. Do you keep a private memorandum book 
for each warrant ? — 1 do. 

3G01. Let mo see it. 

[Warrant officer’s ledger produced.] 

3G02. Is this kept enth-ely by yourself? — Yes. 

3G03. Who makes the entry in the first column 
■called consolidation rates?— I take it from the warrant 
as it is in it and put it under the difiereiit heads. 

3604. When it is handed to you you cuter the per- 
son against whom the warrant is and the amount which 
appears due under it, and then proceed to realize it, and 
if you do realize you enter the amount paid opposite 
it ? — That is the way. 

3605. Where is the date of the pajunents ? — Here 
in this column (indicating it.) 

3C0G. You enter under the amount of the waiTant 
the sums that have been paid to you on foot of it ; is 
tliat so? — Yes. 

3G07. With tho dates opposite to each? — Yes. 

3G08. Have you since you began to act as warrant 
officer found, tliat many warrants handed to you could 
not be realized? — Yes, several. 

3G09. Wliat proportion of the 600 or 700 could not 
ho realized? — About 150. 

3G10. Could you now, without very much trouble 
to yourself, from this book — give us tho amount that 
you have actually realized by the warrants and the 
amount still outstanding ? — The outstanding amounts 
would bo very dillicult to have, but I can tell you what 
I got. 

3611. What did you get paid? — About £8,000. 

3612. In what time ?— One year and four months, 

3613. And you cannot tell us what amount yon 
have failed to realize? — No; because they arc cou- 
tiniially given in. I get new ones every day, 

3G14. But suppose as against the £8,000 realized 
can you tell us wliat is outstanding?—! think there 
is about lialf as much . 

3615, £4,000?— Yes. 


3G16. Can you mention some reasons that prevented 
you from realizing by the warrants ? — The princijial 
reason is that the majority of the warrants came into 
my hands recently, some yesterday. Another reason 
is 1 cannot levy in a great man}' in.staiiees. 

3617. Ofcour.se, as to those that came into your 
hands recently, you eaimot saj' ivhcther they are re- 
coverable or not 1 — I have a good idea the majority are. 

3618. But takmg the old ones into consideration, 
can you tell us what is the reason the bad ones were 
not recovered ? — The parties have no property, and 
when they have no property I can do nothing. 

3619. Have you found, for mstaucc, in the case 
of a warrant that the person against whom it was 
given was living in a good house and liad furniture, 
and because it was alleged to have been parted vfitli 
by a bill of sale or belonged to some one else, you 
could not realize? — Yes, sii- ; tbe bill of sale is agi-eat 
baulk to us. 

3620. Have you found bills of side interfere with 
the action of your warrants ? — If there is a bill of 
sale I cannot do anything ; I cannot execute the war- 
rant. 

3621. As a matter of fact have y'Ou often been pre- 
vented realizing by a bill of sale ? — After I went there 
and saw there was a bill of sale — an actual bill of sale 
— of course I did not go any further. 

3622. Have these eases actually occurred? — Cer- 
tainly, several. I had them all marked here in the 
book. 

3623. Have you recently been defeated by any case 
of a bill of sale in South Frederick-street ? — Yes. 

3624. Was that a house in which there were actually 
furniture and goods on which you could levy? 

. — Indeed there was very little furniture. I wairted to 
test it at all events, to see whether it was right or 
wrong. 

3625. In tho first place, what amount of rates was 
dne when you went with your warrant ? — Something 
over £30. 

3626. And that was a house in South Frederick- 
street? — Yes. 

3G27. Was it set in lodgings or offices? — Lot in 
lodgings the uiij>er jiart, and the under jiart used as a 
workshop by a bookbinder. 

3628. Was there furniture in the lodging? — Yery 
little. 

3629. Could you realize, if }'ou had power to levy, 
some portion of the £30 ? — I did get some portion. 

3630. Who is liable for the rates of that house? — 
Tlu! occupier. 

3631. What was his mnno? — Caldwell. 

3632. And who Indd tho bUl of sale over the pro- 
perty? — A solicitor in Suirolk-street. 

3633. Now, when you are told that there is a bill of 

U 2 


tir Graham. 


Mr. Hogan. 
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Jail. JO, 1878. sale of the jiroperty in a house do you make any in- 
Mr, H^an, vestigation 1—1 must see it. 

3034. Do you go to the Queen's Bench to seewhethcr 
it is filed there 1 — They are bound to briisg it to me 
and point out that the thing is in the house. 

3635. In those eases you say that you failed, be- 
cause there was no property whatever, the occupants 
being a number of poor lodgers 1 — In some cases por- 
tion of the house was occupied by poor lodgers, and 
tlie remainder by the parties themselves. 

3630. But the partie.s themselves were very poor 1 
Generally speaking. 

3637. I.s thei'e no way in those cases in which you 
can realize the amount at all, unless you were in some 
way to make the Jiouso itself or the landlord respon- 
sible 1 — They arc poor people. You cannot in any way 
in tlie world make them pay, 

3638. 5Ir. Mckhay, — H ow long were you in the 
police 1 — I WH.S tweuty-seven years all but two months. 

3639. When did vou get your pension? — 1st May, 
1876. 

3640. How do you account for the receipts to the 
office ? — The block of each receipt I put in with my 
pay-sheet. 

364-1. You account for the receipts in the same way 
as the collectors ? — In the same way. 

3642. You get receipts on the office form? — Tlie 
same as the rest. 

3643. What about the costs, because the costs do not 
appear on tlie office foim ? — I have receipts for tJiem. 
too. I will .show you a copy if you like. 

3644. Do you kcej) a separate account of the costs ? 
— Ye.s. When the costs are p.aicl I mark them over 
there [indicating], and there is a block to the costs re- 
ceipts as well as the othci-s, and I have to return that 
to Mr. Mooney, the solicitor. 


3645. But as far as the office of the Collector 
General of Bates is concerned, it has nothing to do with 
the costs? — No. 

3646. Ml-. Puipps. — Do you make any schedule o? 
those you cannot recover ? — Ok, yes ; I mark them 
here [indic.ating]. Tliey are written off. 

3647. But this book is in your ov'n possession? 

Yes. 

3648. Do you hand this book into the Collector- 
Genei-al’s office, that their ledger may be marked?— 
Oh, no ; they are marked from tlie blocks and the pay- 
sheets. 

3649. How do you deal with the items you faO to 
collect? — I return the warrants marked. 

3650. Do you malce a return of the same sort as tlie 
collectors do of arrears ? — No. 

3651. You simply send back the waiTants that fail? 
— Yes j here is one, for instance [produced]. 

3652. Mr. Bkooks. — Do you happen to know that 
no rates are collected from Bull-lane and some other 
houses ? — No, sir, I don’t know anything at all about 
it. I never had a warrant for that ueighboui-hood. 
and I have no interference witli anything except what 
I have a warrant for. 

3653. Do you know that the rates are not collected 
thei-e? — No, but I heard so. I have no knowledge of 
it except from hearsay. 

3654. Do you know whether the houses tliere are 
in excellent repair? — I do not think they are. Wlieii 
I knew them they were in bad repair, and I do not 
suppose they are getting better. 

3655. You do not know whether the Corporation, 
under the Artizans Dwellings Act, caused them 
to be put in better repair — better than houses occupied 
b}' honestcr people 1 — I heard so, but I was not there 
for the last seven years. 


Mr. Henry Haruey examined. 


3656. Chairman. — How long were you in the Col- 
lector-General's office as a collector? — I was appointed 
in the month of October, 1851, and I continued up 
to the close of the year 1874, 

3657. So that you were there for twenty-three 
years ? — Tw(mty-three yeazs. 

3658. During that time did you find it moz-e difficult 
to collect the rates as time went on, or did you improve 
in the collection ? — The z-ates gradually increased and 
with the increase in the rates the difficulty increased. 

3659. And do you tliink that with the increase of 
the rates the proportion of the rates uncollected, as 
compared with the sunount assessed, also increased ? — 
T do, sir. 

3660. How would you acooimt for that? — The 
lai-ger the sum tlic more difficult it is to I'calize. 

3661. That of coui-se would apply in so far as the 
increased amount would arise from iin increase of rate, 
l)ut if it .arose from new vahiations and improj-ed pro- 
mises would not it become easier to collect? If the 
amoziiit of rates th.at were to be levied off tlie City of 
Dublin ill this year, as compai-ed with last year, be 
gi-cater, assuming that that inci-case az'ose from there 
being a lai-ger a-aluatiun to collect from, would not it 
then become e.asior to collect the rates iustea<l of 
hai'dcr? — Of cuinse, if tlio value of the property 
assessed increased, it would be easier to collect. 

3662. During the time that you wez-e thci-e did you 
find that the jjowez-s, wliicli the Act of Parliament 
gives the Coilectoi'-Genoral, were not sufiicicntly strong, 
or not sufficiently groat to enable you to make an efii- 
cient collection? — Yes; I was always of that opinion. 

3603. "What changes do you think the law would 
retjuire so a-s to liaa-c the rates properly collected? — 
I was always of opinion that the liability should be 
transferred from tlie occupier, or at least that the 
owner sliould be included in the liability, 

3004. That is you Mould still keep the occupier 
primarily li.-iblc, and if you could not got the money 


fz'om liiin you -would make tlie owner pay? — Yes. 
That is the case in the collection of the pi-opei-ty tax. 

3605. Dui-ing the time you were collecting rates 
did you find that any difficulty arose in your col- 
lection by reason of your not having an opjiortimity 
of going more frequently to the solicitor, and giving 
him instructions wizen making returns, to the office 
for that purpose? — I do not think it materially 
affected the matter one way or the other. Of coui-se 
ivo prcferreil having access to him on all occasions. 

3666. Was there any difficulty caused by tlie office 
ai-rangements in enfoi-cing rates that ivere due, or did 
the office amingements place any impediment in the 
way during the time you were there ? — No ; I never 
cxjjericnccd any in that way. The difficulty I found 
in the •^^'ay of collection -was the roundabout process 
■we had to go through to recover them — that the office 
was not accountable for. 

Mr. Timothy Sexton . — As the owner of a good many 
houses in town I considei- it a great injustice to take 
Mr. Harley’s suggestion of making tlie propei-ty 
liable. 

Chairman. — It is to be understood of course by 
everyone that the inquiry we malce when we sit lieze 
again for the jnirposc of taking suggestions is not to 
be a ono-sided inquiry. We will take, not merely 
the evidence of persons M-ho think that the charge 
should be thrown on the house, but also the evidence 
of any pci-son having pi-operty in the city, to show 
why the charge shoukl not be in that way. 

Mr. Sexton . — I assure you it is not my intention, 
because if I did I might say tilings I ouglitnot to say. 
Mr. Brooks kno-wsmo well. 

Mr. Brooks. — Yon liaj-e vei-y large experience, 
and I put it to you M-bether it is not your duty to 
come forward and give us all the infoi-matiou in your 
power. 

Mr. Sexton . — Excuse me ; I will not do it. I only 
say it ivoiild be a very great injustice to follow Mr. 
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Hailey’s suggestion, aud I could state tlie reasons why, 

if necessary. , . , 

CiumyAN'-— If you, and any others in your posi- 
tion do not Idee to come forward, write the ve^ons 
'.rainst this suggestion to our Secretary, and we 
will consider them. 


Mr, Sexton. I beg your pardon, I will do nothing Ju». lo, ists 

of the kind. I have been dealing with the Collector- 
General’s Office sbice 185G, and a more gentlemanly ' ' ' 

lot of men I have never met than each and all of tlie 
collectors, and also Mr. Lambart. 

Adjourned. 


Seventh Day.— Satcedat, FEBiinAia 9 , 1878 . 

Present :-H dgh Holmes. Esq,, q.c. (Clieirman); JlAOEicE Beooes, Esq, M.r. ; Aleked J. Phipps, 
Esq.; and Thomas Browning, Esq., Secretary. 


Chairman.— The first matter we wish to make in- 
nuirv into to-day is witli respect to a con-espondence, 
LJ of which has been forwarded ^ by Mr. 
T hi. Porter, secretary of the Blackrock Township. 
It is as follows : — 

“ Secretary’s Omco, Tnwn Hall, Blackrock, 
2O1I1 December, 1877. 

•■Sin-lliave to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 

19ll, instant and to inform V that I shall subm.t .t to my 
I'inancc Committee on the 31st instant. 

“ I am your obedient servant, 

“ T. M. Por.TEt!, Secretary. 
"To the Collector-General, Fleet-street, Dublin." 

That refers to a previous letter of the 10th, which, I 

Dvesume was a letter demanding certain rates. A 
lotter bearing the same date, 20th December 1877, is 
wTitten by Mr. Taaffe, chief clerk of the Collector- 
General, as follows 1 — 

(Immediate.) 

IS, Fleet-street, 20th December, 1877. 
"Sir -I am directed by the Collootor-Gcneral to inform you 
Hut he cannot tolerate an nrrangeumnt by which the placmgof hi« 
icinimunication relative to his claim for w.' 
l'in:ince Committee would be deferred imtil tli 
accordingly to request 
placed before your Coi 


larly reply, 


31st instant. 1 am 
ike steps to have the matter 
,ers immediately, in order to enable 
Collec'.or-Goncral’s demand before the close 
■ so prevent the collectiou of water account from 
ar ; otherwise he will deem it his duty to place 
lands of thelaw agent of thisdeparU 




IX obedici 




V. T.AAvrE, Chief Clerk. 

" The Secretary. Blackrock Township.” 

The next letter in tlie correspondence is a letter of 

the3i-dof January, 1878, written by Mr. Porter to 

the Collector-General. It is as follows : — 

“ SecrctarVs Oflicc, Town Hall, Blackrock, 
Thursday, 3rd January, 1878. 

■' Sib —I called at your office on Monday (31st December) last, 
to ascertain the amount which you demanded should be paid by 
luy Commis ’ 


10 the inform! 


,v bo so good a; 


"The Collect or-Gcnoral.” 

A letter is written on the 4th J i 
by Henry 11. Peny, 


nary, 1878, signed 
■ . the Collector- 


jentlenioji i 
._eral’s office, aud it is as follows ; — 

"43, Fleet-street, 4th January, 1878. 

" Sir —I am directed by the Collector- General to acknowledge 
(he receipt of your letter of the 3rd inst., and to state, for the 
information of tlie Blackrock Commissioners, that the sum duo upon 
the assessment of the lowniship amounts to £070 Is. lirf. for the 
year 1877. 

" I am Sir, your obeebent servant, 

"llExiiv R. Pep.uy. 

"T. M. Porter, esq., 

" Secretary, Blackrock Commissioners.” 

The next letter is a letter of tlie IStli Jamiaa'y, 1878, 
from Mr. Porter to the Collector-General. It is as 

“ Secretary's Ofiicc, Town Hall, Blackrock, 
18th January, 1878. 

" The Collector-General, 

43, Fleet-street, Dublin. 

"Sut — Tour letters of the 13th and 20th December, and the 4111 


inst. liaving been under the consideration of my Board on the ICih, 
! ain directed to sUte that there was a general expression of surprise 
that sucli a demaud should have been made by you for the water rale 
assessed on this township, amounting to the sum of £1570 Is. H<f., 
when a receipt for that sum, dated 2nil November, 1877, is held in 
tills office, and dulv posted in our hooks. I am also particularly to 
direct your attention lo the terms of a letter u-rilte.i liy your order 
(copy of which I enclose). (This was the letter from Mr. Taaffe 
dated 20th December, read by the Chairman) which my Board think 
should not have been written under any circumstances, and wliieli in 
tlie actual circumstances of tlie present case was specially offensive 
and unjustiliable. I have also been directed to inform you tliiit 
tlie Board iiave con.sidcrtd it tlicir duty to order that this corres- 
pondence shall be laid before the Commissioners wlio are inquiring 
into the arrangements of your office. 

“ T. M. PouTEn, Secretury-" 


That letter is i-eplied to as follows : — 

“43, Fleet-street, 

19th January, 1878. 

“ SiK,— I have to acknowledge the receipt of your communica 
(ion of the ISth inst, and to express my regret that a demand siiouli 
have been made on the Blackrock Commissioners for water rat 
which it appears liad been already paid by tlie Board. It is usua 
in my department, towards the close of each year, to endeavour t 
call in as much of the outstanding water rate as possible, and ii 
communicating with the various townships for that purpose, owr 




and consoque 


ncUided, 


cidental t< 


lur reply to my chief clerk’s letter of 
Dccciiiher, you also appeared as if under tlie impression tliat the 
amount applied for remained due, as you stated yoi 
matter before your Board i) ' 
charge of the account. 

“ I am sir, your obedient servant, 

“(Signed) Desis Moyl-wv, Collector-General. 

" T. M. Porter, Esq. , Secretary Blacltrock Tcwnsliip." 


3GG7. Chairman (lo Mr. Porter, Secretary of the Mr. Porter 
Blackrock Township).— Let us have th<8 receipt for 
the rates which you refer to in your letter?— | Mr. 

Porter produees the receipt for £670 Is. Id. from the 
Collector-General’s office.] 

36G8. This is a receipt I find on the printed form 
of the office, with this difference, that the £670 Is. li/. 
is written in and not printed. It bears date 2nd 
November, 1877. It is a receipt for the water rate, 
and is signed H. R. Perry. There docs not aitpetu- to 
be any date as to the year for which the jiaymcnt was 
made, but it is a receipt dated 2nd November, 1877, 
for £G70 Is. Id., that is certttiii. (To Mr. Porter)— 

Do you yourself hapjten to know how tliis sum of 
£G70 Is. Id. was paid?— I paid it myself by that 
clieijue (produced). 

36G9. This is a cheque bearing date 31st October, 

1877 cn the Royal Bank of Ireland, signed by tln-ec of 
the Township Commissioners, and it is made pa\-al>le 
to the Collector-General of Rates. It i.s indorsed by 
Mr. Lambart aud Mr. Moylan. Was that cheque .sent 
by letter to the office?—! took it myself to the office. 

3070. Before you took it to the office was a demand 
made on you for £070 Is. Id?— Yes. 

3671. Have you got tliat demand here ?— I have. 

3672. Be kind enough to lot us see it? — (Produces 
notice of demand.) 

3G73. This purports to be a notice of the rates for 
the year 1877. It gives the gross valuation of the 
township, aud the amount of a.ssessment on the valua- 
tion. The amount is £G70 Is. l.jd. It is dated 24tli 
August, 1877. At the time you went to the 'ifficc 1 
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Mr. Porter. 


Mr Moylan. 


presume you iiad this document with you, and it was 
not necessary to make any inquiries as regarded the 
aiBiouiit duel — Not with reference to that payment. 

3G74. Was it Mr. Perry you paid or Mr. Lambarti 
— BIr. Perry. 

3675. Now, have you got the demand that was 
]uade on you on the 19th December? — That letter I 
took with me subsequently to the Collector-General’s 
olKcc, and asked BIr. Perry to mark on it the amount 
the Collector-General demanded, for in his demand of 
the 1 9th no sum was mentioned. After looking about 
and searching — he kej)t me there for about five mi- 
nutes — he returned and said that he could not give mo 
the information, and I asked him to enclose it in a 
letter to me. 

3676. Was it returned to you? — It u'as not. 

3677. (To Mr. I’eny.) — Have you got tlie letter of 
the 19th December which Mr. Porter says he brought 
to you ? 

Mr. Perry . — I gave it to Mr. TaafFe. 

3678. Chaiuman (to Mr. Taaffe.) — Have you got 
that letter 'I 

Mr, Tau^e . — I have not. This is a copy of it. 

“ 43, Fleet-street, IStli December, 1877. 

“ Siii — I am directed by the Collector-General to call your at- 
tention to the fact, that in view of the rapid approach of the en<l 
of the year, it will be incumbent on him to make strenuous exertions 
f<ir the collection of the outstanding water accounts. 

“ I have, therefore, to i cquest that you will kindly bring the 
matter before your Board at tiieir next meeting, and move tliem to 
forwaril at as earlj- a date as possible a cliCBiuc for tlie amount of 
water rate remaining due for supply to their townships. 

“ I am, Sir, yonr obedient servant, 

“ (Signed) M. P. Ta.vi-fe, Chief Clerk, 

“ Sccrolnr)- Blacktock Township.’’ 

3679. CiiAinitAN'. — Is the sum that is assessed on 
Dlackrock, or rather that is payable by Blackrock 
townsbi]}, for water supplied — payable in a single 
sum each year? — It is gouorally so paid. 

3680. Is the arrangement you make for a single 
]>ayinent, or for payments by instalments? — Single 
payments wo have always made. 

3681. At what period do you make these payinents? 
— Generally in August — just j>rovious to tlio 31st of 
Augu.st — but, for reasons of the Commissioners’, they 
post[)oned the payinont of it to a later date last yeai'. 

3682. Be kind enough to look at that receipt, and 
toll me if all the receipts the townships got for the 
water nite were in that printed form? — I think so. 
I sjBOak from recollection. I thiirk they are all in 
tliat form. 

3683. Do you remember any instance of a receipt 
being given on ordinary plain paper — Never. 

3684. Or on police-tax forms ? — I would not like 
to answer that que.stlon from memory, for it strikes 
me tlsat I had receipts on police-tax forms. 

3685. I presume you mean the form used by mral 


collectors of police rates ? — I generally get it in the 
Collector-General’s oliice. This being a large smn \ 
always made these payments personally. ’ 

3686. I do not think I have anything more to ask 
you. 

3687. Mr. Brooks. — Wlien you were ackiiowled<'- 
ing the receipt of the application of the 1 9th December 
Mr, Dorter, was it in yonr mind that the taxes Lad 
been paid — the watei'-rate ? — I thought it was a de- 
mand for an excess supply of water for here another 
demand was made. 

3688. Let me see that demand, please. Is it not 
shown tliat the application was for an excess supply of 
water ? That is the reason I asked the question. 

3689. Was it your opinion that the application of the 
20tli December was for the excess water? — I could 
not tell what their demand was for at all, except it 
was for that. When I brought it before my Pinanco 
Committee tlicy desu'ed me to inquire from the Col- 
lector-General what amount they claimed, and what it 
was for, and then it was I wrote, saying I would have 
it before the Finance Committee. When the Finance 
Committee saw the letter from Mr. Taaffe, saying tlicy 
would place it in the hands of their solicitor if it was 
not paid, I then went to ask what was tJie amount 
due. I thought they ■n'ould scareely put it in the 
hands of their solicitor for the small sum of .£13. 

3690. You were of ojiiniou that the application was 
not for the sum of £670, hut for the excess watei’- 
rate above the statutable quantity ? — Yes. 

3691. CiiAiEMAK. — That was for £13 Cs. lid Did 
you pay that ? — Not yet. 

3692. That amount was outstanding when the first 
letter was written? — It was. 

3693. Do I understand you to say the reason you 
went ill to make special inquiry about it was because 
you thoughtthcpereinptory letter of the 20th December 
could hardly refei' to so small an amount? — Quite so. 
If Mr. Deny had told me when I went iu to inquire 
that the amount was for £670, I would have told him 
I had given him a cheque for that already. 

3694. The first you heard of the precise demand 
was in the letter of the 4th Jamuiry ? — Quite so. 

Mr. Brooks. — Was there any correspondence be- 
tween the Coinmissioneis and the Collector-General as 
to the arrears? — Yes. 

3695. Ton said for reasons the payment of the 
water-rate was deferred in 1877 until a later period 
than August? — Yes. 

3696. Was tliere any correspondence between that 
and November? — No correspondence except tlie de- 
mand already referred to. 

3697. They made no complaint as to tlie arreare 1— 
No. 

3698. And they were otherwise perfectly civil and 
obliging ? — Perfectly. 


BIr. BIoylak, Collector-General, re-oxamined. 


To the Chaii-man. — There was a subsequent letter 
which has not been road. 

3699. CiiAiUMAX (to BIr. Portci-). — BIr, Bloylan re- 
fers to a subsequent letter which he states has not been 
read. 

Ml', Porter. — Iliaveit. I have been acting altogether 
tiy direction of my board. Wlien tbe inattci' came 
before my board the letter to whieli BIr. Bloylan refere 
had not been written by him. 

3700. CiiArRMAX. — This is a letter of the 19th Ja- 
nuary, 1878, expressing regret that a demand should 
liave been made for a water rate already paid by tlic 
board, and tlie letter is signed “ !Dciiis Bloylan, Col- 
lector-General.” That letter has been read. (To tlie 
Collector-General.) — Be kind enough to show us any 
book containing an account with the Blackrock town- 
ship? — I don’t think it is in abode exactly. It is on 
a sheet of jiaper which I believe BIr. Taaffe lia.s there. 

3701. BYas there never iu any of yonr books or 


leclgcra an account opened with the Blacki-ock tovm- 
ship? — I believe both BIr. Hanlon and Mi'. Taaffe kept 
it in that form on a sheet (jiroduced). 

3702. Be kind enough to let ns see the form. Tliis 
I find is a sheet headed 1877, giving the gross valua- 
tion of the rateable property in Blackrock township, 
and tlie a-ssessnient of £670 Is. ll-d, The gross vsr 
liiiition amoniits to a large siiiii, which is given here. 
After Blackrock other townships are given — Cloutaif, 
Dalkcy, and so on. 'When is this document prepaid 
which I hold in my hand? — Wlien these assessments 
arc made in the early part of the year. 

3703. Do I understand that this doeumeiit is pre- 
pared in the shape and form in whicli we see it now 
in tlie early part of the year? — It is BIr. Taaffe pw- 
paros that. 

3704. You don’t know when it is prepared ? — Not 
exactly. When these accounts come in from the 
Water BVorks Committee I hand them to BIr. Taaffe. 
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3705 From what cloaunent is this demand of rates 
dated 24th Aaigust, 1S77, which is issued from your 
.jjce— from what document is the amomit contauied 
ia that demand bdcen From the a.ssessmeut. 

3706. From what document is it taken? — We put 
down so much for the ivsscssineiit. 

3707 From what document is it taken? Is it from 
this document in my hand it is taken ? — It is taken 
fi'oni that. 

3708. When the £670 Is. I}c7. is paid into your 
office to Mr. Perry, or Mr. Lamhavt, how is credit 
given for that sum of money. On what document?— 
It ought to be credited when the receipt went up. 

3709. Show me any book or document in which 
ciedit is given for that sum of money. You say the 
assessment appeai-s on that sheet above. When £070 
was paid into your office, whei-e is it in writing that 
credit is given for that amount? — It is entered in Mr. 
Lamhart's memorandum book or cash book, and the 
cheque comes to be indorsed with others. 

3710. Is it ever posted either from the cash book or 
from Mr. Lambart’s memorandum book — is it ever 
posted in any way ? — Mr. Taaffe can answer that. 

3711. So far as you know, there is no account 
oi>encd in the regulai- books of the office with any of 
these townsliips ? — I thinlc not, except in that form. 
It is only once a year. 

3712. Where are these forms kept? — They are kept 
by Mr. Taaffe. 

3713. Have you got the old forms in the office for 
the last twenty or thirty yeai'S?— I have not got 
them. 

3714. Have you any of them? — I suppose they are 
in the office. They are generally squared off. 

3715. Then that sheet of paper or form at the end 
ofthe year becomes useless? — Yes. There was one 
year in Mr. Hanlon’s time a mistake occurred, and 
arreare were owed for eighteen months. Mr. Hanlon 
happened to overlook it. 

3716. He overlooked collecting it from the town- 
ship ? — Yes, 

3717. Does this transaction appear on the regular 
ledger we had before us on a former occasion ? — Does 
it, Mr. Taaffe ? 

3718. We will have it from Mr. Taaffo himself, if 
you cannot tell us. Does it appear in the collectors’ 
books in any way? — Not in the collectors' books. It 
is a matter of deteil. 

3719. Is it not your duty, as Collector-General, to 
ascertain whether the payments of these very large 
sums of money due by the several townships, are made 
at the end of tlie year? — The chief clerk reports to me 
if they are not. 

3720. The water is supplied to them at very great 
expense, and is it not part of your duty to see that the 
value of the water is paid each year regularly by 
each of tlie townships, and not allow it to rest on the 
report of a chief clerk, foimded on documents of this 
kind ?^I think it is the chief clerk’s duty to represent 
to me whetlier tho payments ai-e made or not. 

3721. Is it no part of your duty, Mr. Moylaii, to 
keep some supervision over these very large sums? 
They are not small items, for one, I find, is 
£1,363 and another £1,100. Is it not your duty to 
exercise some supervision over tliese sums, and see 
that a proper account is made out ? — I see if there is 
any arrear. 

3722. Have you made any inquiry to see what ac- 
counts arc kept, and how it is shown in yoim books, 
and how the money appears ? — Generally the cheques 
come addressed to me and the receipts go out. 

3723. In reference to the coiTespondence between 
Mr, Taaffo and Mr. Porter — liad you hoard of Mr. 
Taaffe's letter of the 20th December, 1877, or Mr, 
Perry’s letter of January, 1878, until after these 
letteis were written ? — I presume if hir. Taaffe was not 
in the office and Mr. Perry was spoken to about it, he 
would write. 

3724. It is not so long ago since your attention was 


directed to it by a letter of exphmation which you wrote i’eb. 3,1878 
yourself. Can you remember now wliether you knew >ioyia„. 
anything at all about it, or had been consulted about 
either- Mr, Taaffe’s letter of the 20th December, 1877, 
or Mr. Perry’s letter of the 4tli Jauiiaiy, 18781—1 
don’t think I was consulted about it, for I was rather 
suiprised when I got tliat letter from Mr. Porter. 

3725. Can you give us any exphmation of the order 
demanding £070 Is. Id. being made after the amount 
had been paid in the beginning of November?— I 
cannot. It was a mistake ; that is all. 

3726. You have already told us you don’t know 
whether any of these sums appear iu the collector’s: 
books — in the books, for instance, of the niral col- 
lector? — No. They were usually sent to me by 
cheque from the townsliip Commissioners. 

3727. Is commission paid on these sums of money 
to anyone ? — No. 

3728. No commission ? — No. 

3729. Mr. Brooks. — I don’t think I gathered from 
Mr. Moylan the answer he gave to the question as to 
the responsibility of the Collector-General in vouching 
the collection of these items. On an inciuiry into the 
management of the Collector-General’s office, it is es- 
sential to know whether it is part of the duty of the 
Collector-General himself to vouch the payment of 
these various accounts ? — I have never looked into that. 

3730. Chairman. — W hat Mr. Brooks wants to 
know is, do you consider it part of your duty, per- 
sonally to vouch the payment of these sums of money, 
wliich, for instance, appear in these slicets, to see that 
they arc paid ; transmitted to tho bank ; and properly 
credited? — When sent to me they are regularly 
entered, and lodged in the bank. 

3731. Do you think it your duty at any season of 
the year, either the beginning or the end of the year, 
to personally ascertain, by your own observation, 
whether these sums are paid or not ? — Yes ; I ask 
Mr. Taaffe if any of these large sums are due. They 
are always paid gcnei-ally. 

3732. Your idea is to ask tho question of your 
chief clerk, and accept whatever he tells you? — ^Well, 

I accept his report. 

3733. So that practically the chief clerk might be 
putting these large sums into his pocliet? — He could 
not. 

3734. Why not? — Because the cheque is payable on 
my endorsement. 

3735. The cheque must bear your endorsement? — 

Certainly. 

3736. Mr. Brooks. — I don’t think the drift of my 
question is miderstood. It is as to the responsibility 
of the Collector-General himself, to ascertain whether 
tliese amounts are paid or not paid. That is what I 
want to ascertain, whetlier the Collector-Gciiei-al 
supposes ho has any responsibility as to the payment, 
or non-payment of these sums of money? — I take the 
report of the chief clerk as to whether they are paid or 
uot paid, 

3737. Chairman. — D o you conceive you are under 
any responsibility as to whether the amounts are 
actually paid or not ? — No ; I generally take as a 
matter of course that the information is correct. 

3738. Mr, Brooks. — C an you ascertain it if there 
is no information? — I do get information, for I make 
those iiiquiiics constantly. 

3739. Chairman. — S uppose yon ai-e told by Jlr. 

Taaffe that Blackrock has not paid, do you consider 
yon are under any responsibility then ? — I would say — 
write to them. I believe, heretofore, in evei-y instance 
tlic Blackrock Commissionoi-s senttheii- cheques direct 
to me. 

3740. Mr. Brooks. — H aving told your chief clerk 
to write would it be your duty to ascertain if tJic pay- 
ment was or was not made, or would you acccjit the 
statement of your chief clerk that it was not paid? — 

I wouhl accept his statement, and they all pay so 
pimctiiaUy that scareely any mistake would arise. 
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Mr. Michael P. V. Taaffe re-examinod. 


3741. CuAiKJtAK. — Mr. Moylan says lie knows 
little about those accounts. In the first place is it the 
fact that in none of your books were accounts opened 
with these townships t — Accounts were opened with 
some, but not Blackrock. 

37 42. With what townsliip were accounts opened! — 
Kingstown and Pembroke. In tlic case of Blackrock 
iind the other townships the full amount was generally 
])aid. 

3743. How long ago was it that accounts were 
opened with the Kingstown and Pembroke town- 
ships? — In 1876. 

3744. Before that was there any account? — There 
was an entry in the “ long book ” Mr. Hanlon kept. 

I charged it afterwards. 

3745. Was that the only entry in reference to 
Kingstown and I’cmbrolce before 1876 ?— That is all. 

3746. In point of fact, although an account was 
o])Cncd witli Kingstown and Pembroke it was only 
opened in 1876? — It went back for several yeais. 

3747. But it was made in 1876 ?— Yes ; I took 
entries for some years back from 1870 from the books. 
1 found entries by Mr. Hanlon, and I put them into 
tlie township account to ascertain the amount of 
liahince due. 

3748. This account you show now, and which was 
made in 1876, is the only account wliich appears in 
your books of any of these townships 1 — Tliat is all. 
I may mention I changed that form since. The full 
assessment of Blackrock was paid every year, and 
it was not necessary to keep a strict account. The 
reason I made out a struct account for the Pembroke 
township and Kingstown rvas that the full amount 
'vas rrever jiaid, aud at present the Kingstown account 
is the subject of litigation. 

3749. Thcro never was any account as to Clontaif, 
Dalkey, Killiney, Ballybrack or Kilmainham ? — There 
was not. 

3750. Were there any others ? — These were the only 
ones, 

3751. Whore did you make your assessment on each 
of tliese townships ? — On these sheets. The Commis- 
sioner of Valuation furnished us with the valuation 
of each of these townsliips. The Townshijr Act set 
out tlie rates which they are to pay on that valuation, 
anil also the deductions which tliey are to be allowed. 
All the.se matters are set out on tho face of the sheets, 
and the assessment when ascertained is entered there 
also. 

3752. Have you got the sheets for the year 
1877 ? — I have not ; I have for 1876 and 1875. 

3753. What became of the former sheets ? — I don’t 
know. There were entries in tho long book of tho 
amounts taken from these sheets up to 1875. 

3754. Was there any statement in the long book 
showing that tho sum of £670 Is, 1 id. was assessed in 
reference to Blacki'ock? — No. 

3755. In the long book, prior to 1875, was there 
any assessment made on these townships '! — There was. 

3756. Let us see that in the long book? — I have 
not got it hero, 

3757. What was the nature of tho entry in the 
long book ? — It gives the particulai-s that are contained 
in that sheet. 

3758. You gave up even that entry in 1876 ? — It 
was not made in 1876. 

3759. When was this sheet I have in my hand 
niiulc? — In August, 1877 ; immediately before tho 
account was sent to the various townsliips, 

3760. Can you explain to me, when the money is 
]iaid by these townships, how credit is given for it? — 
It is entered in the cashier’s book and the Collector- 
General’s minute book, and tho amount is lodged 
dii-ectly ill the bank and transferred to the credit of 
the Water Works Committee. 

3761. An entry in a minute book is not giving 
credit to a jiev.son, nor is an entry in a cashier’s book 
a [iroper credit to any pemon. Is there any book or 


document in your office which you can take up and 
by turning to a particular page, see whether tie 
amount due in respect of Blackrock is paid ? Yes. 

3762. And what book is that ? — All these large 
ainoimts paid for water by the townships, the receipts 
Ibv it should be passed on that form and signed by me 
I have kept on the inner block of the receipt a record 
of the payment. There is a payment made by tie 
Kingstown Coinmissioners. 

3763. The only record you have is the block of tie 
recei|it ? — Yes ; we have piintecl blocks. 

3764. If you want to ascertain Blackrock has paid 
you see if it appears on the block ? — Yes, turn to the 
block of the receipt itself, 

3765. Did you ever hear of any establishment 
whether it might happen to be a Government ofQce or 
a shop carrying on a small business, where there is 
such a record of payments as that? — I have no expe- 
rience of keeping accounts in shops. 

3766. Do you consider that is really a record of tie 
payments? — I do ; but probably not a satisfactory one. 
I don’t think it is a satisfiictory one. 

3767. Mr. Bhooks. — A t the time the system for 
keeinug the accounts in the Collector-General’s office 
was defined, was there any liability on the part of tie 
townships to send money into the Collector-General's 
office? — There was not. 

3768. So that this mode has originated and has been 
framed in the Collector-General’s office? — It has. Tie 
Water Works Act was not passed until 1861. 

3769. It is the same as the Government mode of 
recording the other payments? — Yes. 

3770. Chairman, — I s there any Government mode 
at all as regards the way those payments should be 
made? — There is not. 

3771. The explanation given of that by Mr. Hanlon 
was, that ilr. Staunton started a system which has been 
going on since ? — Exactly. 

3772. Aud when Mr. Staunton started that system 
there could not be any entry of tlieso payments, for 
they were not at that time made ? — No, they were not. 

3773. You might let us see at some time before tie 
Inquiiy closes this “ long book ” in which the entries 
were made up to 1875. This Ls the sheet on which tie 
charge is made. Is there a discharge ever on this 
sheet ? — I put in a couple of dates myself of payments, 
but it was only within the last few days. 

3774. On the assessment sheet there is no entry of 
that kind. It only appears on the receipt block?— 
That is all. 

3775. Gan you account in an}' way for this demand 
on the Blackrock Commissionere. Were you fully 
aware of the contents, of the letter of the IQtli Dec- 
ember, 1877, signed by yourself? — Certainly. 

3776. What led you to Avidte that letter?— The cii'- 
cumstances were these. The Wateiworks Committee 
were very much in want of funds, and it was the cus- 
tom of the office to call in the outstanding water rate 
at the end of the year. I turned to my book, and had 
no entry of payment by Blacki-ock. I directed Mr. 
Duffy to examine the counterfoil of the receipt, and 
he informed me that Blackrock had not paid, or Kings- 
town, or Pembroke, and I wote a circular letter to the 
Bccrotaiy of each of these townships. 

3777. You also caused this book to be c-xamined?— 
They were not in this book at the time. He got all 
the blocks of jiayments, and he repor-ted to mo that 
Blackrock had not paid. 

3778. Is there a counterfoil posted in that book of 
Blackrock ? — There is, ljut it is on a wrong fonn. 

3779. Was that in the office when Mr. Duffy exa- 
mined this thing? — It was in the office, but I can 
quite understand it escaping him when it was not 
on a proper form. I directed him to o-xamine the 
counterpart of tho receipts. 

3780. On that basis yon assumed the money was 
not paid? — I did. 

3781. The demand you really had in your mind 
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.^as the large demand of £670 1— Undoubtedly it 

" '3782 After you got the first letter from Mr. Porter 
«tatme ho -would bring it before his finance committee, 
vou wrote the second letter!— I forget whether Mr. 
■porter’s first letter ^vas addressed to the Collector- 

It^wa.s addressed to the Collector-General, 
you wrote this farther letter of the 20th December, 
which was read !— V es. 

3784. Mr. Ebooks. — D oes that letter of the Col- 
lector-General bear evidence of its having been re- 
^.eived!— We have only got a copy of it. It bears on 

the i-eply of Mr. Taaffe. . 

3785- Chairman. — C an you tell us -whether tins 
letter addressed by Mr. Poi-ter to the Collector-General, 
was opened and read by the Collector-General? — 
Certainly. , . , , „ x- 

3786. What was done witli it by the Collector- 
General?— He handed it to me. I received the same 
day a letter from the Pembroke Town Commissioners, 
and the Collector-General directed me to show it to 
the Secretary of the Waterworks Committee, which 
I accordingly did. I went to him, and showed it 
to him. 

3787. That letter?— Yes. , , 

3788. After you did so, and before you -wrote the 
letter of the 20th December, 1877, did you make any 
further inquii-y about this amount? — I did not. 

3780. Did you show this letter of the 20th Decem- 
ber, 1877, to the Collector-General? — I either showed 
it to him, or read it to him. 

3790. Did he initial it? — That is not his custom. 

3791. Did he make any observation? — Ho did not. 
If he suggested any alteration in tlie letter it would 
have been made. 

3792. You commence that letter by saying, “I am 
directed by the Collector-General to inform you that 
he cannot tolerate an arrangement by which the placing 
of his communication relative to his chiim for water- 
rate before your finance committee would be deferred 
until 31st inst.” Are you in the habit of in-iting in 
that w.ay to the secretary of a township, or is that an 
exceptional letter ? — I think the word “ tolerate is 
too strong, but it was not -auitteii witli the slightest 
intention of giving offence. It was merely a strong 
exiu-ession used for the purpose of avoiding placing the 
matter in the hands of the law agent. The Water- 
works Committee were pressing for money, and I 
used the expression for the purpose of endeavouring to 
meet iheir claim without putting the matter in the 
hands of the law agent. 

3793. It is not a usual thing to write in that tone ? 
— It is not. 

3794. The letter was written by yourself in the 
first instance? — As a matter of fact it was not written 
by myself. I gave a precis of tbe letter, and whether 
I used the word “ tolerate ” or not I cannot say. How- 
ever it is signed by me, and I accept the word as my own. 

3795. You remember seeing a letter of the 3rd 
January, 1878, which is also addressed to the Col- 
lector-General, and in whicli Mr. Porter says he called 
to ascertain the amount, and -was not informed. Did 
you see that letter ? — I did. 

3796. Whom did yon get that letter from ? — Prom 
the Collector-General himself. 

3797. Did he give directions about that 1 — He di- 
rected me to have the letter r-eplied to. The Collector- 
General and I were coming down to attend this 
Inquiry. 

3798. What steps did you take to reply to it? — I 
directed Mr. Perry to i cply to it. 

3799. Did you leave Mr. Peri-y to ascertain tlie 
amount due ? — I desired Mr. Duffy to tell him the 
amount of the assessment. 

3800. Were you present when Mr. Duffy told him? 
— I was not. I gave the directions in Mr. Perry’s 
presence. 

3801. There was no written communication be- 
tween you and Mr. Perry ? — There -vras not. 


3802. You made no further inquiiy at that time 
whether the amount was due ? — I did not. I had no . 
doubt it was due. 

3803. When did you first ascertain the amotmt was 
not due?— Oil the day hlr. Porter’s last letter came to 
the Collector-General. I think it was the 19th Janu- 
al-y. 


3804. Before tliat time you did not know the amount 
was iiaid ? — I did not. I had no eniry whatever 
of it. 

3805. How do you account for the demand being 
made wlieu the money was paid on the 2nd November ? 

By the receipt being passed on the wrong form, and 

by tlie Collector-General not having a minute of it. I 
generally receive these large cheqfioH and get him to 
endorse them. Tliat wa.s not done_, and I never was 
informed that the amount was paid. 

3800. We asked some questions here as regarded a 
cheque for money paid into the office, and as to what 
protection there -would be against fraud. We were 
always told the receipts would be a barrier against any 
fraud, and that the system of receipts was perfect. 
Here now it appears that in resiject of a large sum of 
£670 -your receipt system breaks down? — I beg your 
pardon, sir. The receipt was there for the money that 
was paid in. 

3SU7. But you made a second demand on the town- 
ship for £670 which had been already paid. That 
shows there was a defect in your receipt system ? — 
Because tlie receipt was passed on the wi-ong form. 

3808. Have you known other instances of receipts 
being passed on the wrong form ? — I have. 

3809. In reference to the townships? — Very sel- 
dom. 

3810. Have receipts been passed on no particular 
form at all, but simply on a sheet of paper ?— Not 
that I recollect. 

3811. Here are receipts for ,tke Kingstown Town- 
ship for 1877 — could you tuin to it, and let rpe seethe 
block.s of these ?— They u-ere both passed by me, and 
the blocks are here in my hamlwritiiig. 

3812. Does this hook merely show the blocks for 

P 877 1 No. There is one for 1876, another for 1877, 

and that is one for 1877. 

3813. How is it there were two payments made for 
1877 ? — There were three or four. 

3814. What was the reason of that? — ^Tliere was 
one by Loughliustown Union. There is litigation 
going on in reference to Kingstown, and they paid into 
com-t £100 in satisfaction of the Collector-Geiiei-al’s 
claim. They paid portion in October, and the bahxnce 
on the 31st December. That did not square up the 
account. 

3815. Did you ever kuow an instance of any other 
mistake being made in reference to these township ac- 
coiuits?— Yes. There was a mistake made with 
the Blackrock Commissioners. A half-year’s rates 
were allowed to remain due for some time. 1 had 
nothuig personally to do ivith the matter at all. 

3816. Was that by reason of their being simply over- 
looked V — I think so. 

3817. Do you at any particular period of the year 
look into those accounts of the townships and ascertain 
how much is paid by tlicm? — I do. The constant 
pressure of the Waterworks Committee for money 
makes mo look into it. There is scarcely a week iu 
the year the Waterworks Committee is not pressing foi- 


payments ? — I should say the Collector-General i 
sponsible for everything that occurs in his ofiice. 

3819. These payments do not appear in the nival 
collectors’ boolcs at all?— They do not. He has nothing 
to saj" to them. 

3S2U. He gets no commission on them? — He gets 
no commission on them. 

3821. A^uming these had been like the ordinary 
rates iu the city of Dublin, would they not, in accor- 
dance with the evidence we have already heard, would 
not these payments be posted within two or three days 
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;V4. 9, 1878. after the payment was model — It might or might not. 

4 r 'raaii*. ^ rural ledger, it might remain unposted for 
yeara. 

3822. Even then as regards the ledger for the city 
of Dublin, and still more as regards the rural ledger, 
you have got nothing to show whether the sura was 
paid or not? — That is frequently the case. 

3823. And if you wanted to ascertain that you 
should go to these blocks ? — Yes, unless I spoke to the 
collector who would have it posted iu his book. 

3824. That is assuming he posted it? — Yes. 

3825. Assuming he was always honest and duly 
posted it? — Yes. 

Tlie Golkctor-General . — I never saw tliat letter of 
the 20tli December, to which Mr. Taaffe refers, I 
know most of the gentlemen wJio constitute tJie Black- 
rock Commissioners and I would not tolei-ate such a 
letter being written to them. 

3826. Chaihsian. — Y ou say, Mr. Moylau, you did 
not SCO the particular letter read by me? — Certainly 
not. 

3827. Do I understand you to say Mr. Taatte is 
not in the habit of .showing you such letters ? — Y cs. 

3828. You are clear- he did not show you that ! — 
Yes, 

3829. (To Mr. Taa^e). — Mr. Moylan denies abso- 
lutely having ever seen this letter. You told me you 
showed it to him ? — I have a distinct r-ecollection of 
reading it to him. 

3830. Do you remember his malcing any observation 
on it? — I do not. If he objected to any term iu the 
letter it would have been altered at the time. The 
letter to which that was a reply was addressed to the 
Collector-General himself. 

The Oollector-GeneraZ . — I handed the letter to you 
to reply to. 

3831. Chairm.an, — (T o Mr. Taa^e). — Mr. Moylan 
says he is not in the habit of seeing the letters you 
write? — Mr. Tao^e . — I seldom write any important 
letter without reading it to him or letting him see it. 

3832. Does he sign letters for you? — Very few 
indeed. 

3833. What letters are these? — Communications to 
the Castle ; they arc the only letters he signs. 

3834. Does he initial them ? — He never does. 

3835. Does he ever give you drafts of letters him- 
self?— No. 

3836. Does he ever give you minutes of lettei-s to 
write ? — Decidedly. He gives verbal directions and I 
copy the letter and read it to him. 

3837. Is tliore anything at all in your minute book 
in reference to this con-espondence ? Please send for 
your minute hook. 

Mr, Moylaii . — I can send just now. 

3838. It may throw some ligJit on whetlicr this 
letter was submitted to you or not. 

3839. Mr. Brooks. — C an you offer iuiy explanation 
upon the want of knowledge of the Waterworks 
Committee with regard to this chiiin on the Blackrock 
Commissioners ? 

Mr.Tanffe . — Theyliavenomeausof kuowingthrough 


the year that a township has paid. They only know 
the gross amount that liad been paid for the entire- 
water rate. Tliey won’t know a particular towndiii> 
is in arrear unless it is communicated to them by the- 
Collectoi'-General. They know the gross amount that 
is paid for extra water rate but they won’t know 
whether it is paid by Kingstown, Ratlimines, Black- 
rock, or Pembroke to-vvuship. 

3840. Do you mean the Waterworks Committee 
have no ledger -with regard to the townships? — I can’t 
tell you -what ledger they keep. I know iu giving 
them an account of the receipt of water rate we do 
not particulai-ize the peraons from whom it is received 
So far as the Committee ai-e concerned, we furnish 
them with duplicate returns showing the persons tliat. 
are in arrear and those who have paid. 

3841. CfiAiRjiAX. — I suppose the account of tie 
Waterworks Committee would be with the Collector- 
General ? — Certainly. 

Mr. Moylan . — I am aware that latterly the Water- 
works Committee have opened a ledger. 

3842. The question is with whom that ledger would 
be an account. I would say witli the Collecto»--GeneraI 
and not with the individual townsliip. 

Mr. Taoffi . — This assessment is made iu the office of 
the Collector-General — the assessment of the township. 

3843. Mr, Brooks. — D o you know whetlier the 
Waterworks Committee have any means of ascei-taining 
the correctness of your returns as to the collections m 
the township ? 

3844. Mr. Phipps. — T hat collection is open to. 
theii- investigation ? — Certainly, if tliey -wish to see it. 

3845. Mr. Brooks. — Y ou were in communication 
with the Waterworks Committee with regard to the 
claim you made on the Blackrock Town Commissioners ? 
— I was ; I saw the secretary of the Waterworks Com- 
mittee. 

3846. He concurred with you in supposing the sum. 
claimed from tlie Blackrock Commissioners was tlien 
due ? — He did, and he urged me to use every exertion 
to get it paid. 

3847. Chairman. — Y ou have told us the only 
means they had of knowing it was due to your own 
statement ? — Yes. 

Mr. Hanlon . — I wish to say that at the time I kept 
the accounts of the townships I always credited the- 
payments in a book. 

3848. Chairman. — W e have heard that, and we- 
are going to get that book. 

Mr. Hanlon . — It does appear in ans-wer to a question 
put by you to Mr. Taaffe there never was a proper 
account opened priorto 1876. 

Mr. Phipps.— T he book of 1875 -will sho-w. Mr. 
Taaffe has told us that prior to 1875 there was an 
account kept in the book, and that credit was given in 
the book, and I asked him to let us see a specimen of 
that. 

Mr. Hanlon. — The people here are under tlie im- 
pression I kept no books. 

Chairman. — T hat is removed by our own know- 
ledge of what the evidence was. 


Ml'. Henry Robert Perry recalled and examined. 


3849. Chairman. — I find by tlie receipt produced 
here that this payment of £670 was made to you on 
the 2nd of November — is not that .so ? — It is. 

3850. When that payment was made did you enter 
it in the ordinary cash book you were keeping at the 
time? — No, I handed the cheque to Mr. Taafi'e when 
he came in, and I also handed him the letter wliicli lie 
states he never received from Mr. Porter of the 3Ist 
of Decemher. 

3851. I am nosv speaking of the cheque of the 2nd 
of November. I svant to know what steps you took 
at the time the cheque wliicli was produced was paid 
on that day? — I banded the cheque to Mr. Taafi'e. 

3852. Was Mr. Taaffe in the office at the time ? 

No, the reason why a different foi-m of receipt was 


written by me is that Mr. Taafi'e keeps the special 
forms locked up, and I could not get at them. 

3853. Tell us the entire proceeding, Mr. Porter 
came into the office and handed you the cheque. Mr. 
Taafi'e was not there at the time? — He was not. 

3854. He was not on the premises at all? — No. 

3855. Where did you get the receipt you gave to- 
Mr. Porter? — I got the receipt from tlie receipt clerk 
who issues them — a blank receipt with the ordinary 
stamp on it. 

3850. When you got the money in that way did you 
make an enti-y iu your cash book of the date of your 
having received the amount ? — I received the cheque 
up staire. Mr. Lambart entered it down stairs. It 
was handed by Mr. Lambart to Mr. Taafi'e. 
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3857. How was it the money was received by you 
■an stairs instead of being paid in the ordinary cash 
office Receipts are given for these large sums up 
stairs, for Mr. Lambai-t does not hold receipts for 
these large sums. 

3858. He does not liold the cheque? — He gives the 
cheque to the Collector-General the next morning to 
he endoi-sed prior to being lodged in the bank. 

3859. If Mr. Taaffe was in the office that day the 
cheque would have been sent up by Mr. Lambart to Mr. 
Taatfe, and Mr. Taaffe would have handed the receipt 
in the’ ordinary course? — He would. 

3860. And in the absence of Mr. Taaffe you gave 
the receipt on the form which you had, and you sent 
down the cheque to Mi-. Lambart?— Yes ; and I dare 
say Mr. Lambart entered it in the cash book. 

38G1. Then Mr. Lambart put it in the cash book? — 

I am not certain whether I handed the cheque to Mr, 
Taaffe or Mr. Lambai-t. 

3862. Mr. Phipps. — Whydidyougivethe receipt?— 

Because Mr. Taaffe was absent. I cannot exactly say 
-whether I handed the cheque to Mr. Taaffe or to Mr. 
Lambart. , t vj 

3863. But you gave it to one or the other ? — 1 i-Ud, 
but most certainly, as soon as I saw ilr, Taaffe aftei-- 
wards, I informed him. 

3864. Chairman. — Are you certain Mr. Lambart 
«ave credit for it in bis account? — Yes. 

3865. What did you do -with the block of the 
receipt?— I handed it to Mr. Lambart to enter it in 
his cash book. 

3866. When that was done the next time you 
saw Mr. Taaffe you spoke to him about it? — Yes. 

I told him the Blackroek Town Commissioners had 
paid £670 for water rate, but I could not tell at the 
time whether it was for excess v/ater rate, or the 
water rate paid on assessment. 

3867. You won’t take on yourself to say, that when 
you told that to Mr. Taaffe, you told him at tlie same 
time about the receipt not having been given in the 
ordinary form? — I can’t be certain. 

3868. What letter did you hand him, upon that 
•occasion yon handed him a letter? — No. 

3869. Is that then all you know about the payment 
of the money on the 2nd of November? — That is all. 

3370. When was it you heard anything about tbe 
correspondence that took place in December, and the 
payment in January? — Mr, Taaffe put this letter 
into my hand, and told me to reply to it and I 
refused. 

3871. Before you got the letter into yoiu- hand you 
saw Mr. Porter yourself? — Yes. 

3872. Tell us about that?— This was on the 31st of 
December. He called on the 31st of December, and 
said he wished to see Mr. Taaffe. I told him hir. 
Taaffe was out at the time, and then Mr. Porter said 
he could not give a cheque for the sum. In the fii-st 
instance he wanted to know what was due, and I told 
lilm I couldn’t tell him, as I hadn't the accounts — that 
they were kept locked up by Mr. Taaffe, but as soon 
as Mr. Taaffe came in I would ask him to write to 
him, giving him further information. As soon as Mr. 
Taaffe came in I told him Mr. Porter called — that I 
could not give him the information — that I had not 
the entries relating to the assessment, and I asked him 
to send Mr. Porter the information. Then Mr. Taaffe 
said, “ Oh, it doesn’t so much matter now, as we 
•cannot put the money in 1877 account.” 

3873. You said you didn’t hear any more about 
■the matter until Mr. Taaffe handed you the letter of 
the 3rd of January, and asked you to reply to it. 
What did you say then ? — I point blank refused to do 
it unless Mr, Taaffe told me the amount duo by the 
township, as we had not an account open for each to-wn- 
ship. I consider that being aware of that I could 
not take on myself the responsibility of answering 
the letter. He ordered Mr. Duffy to tell me the 
amount due, and Mr. Duffy wrote out the amount 
that was due. 


3874. Did you take that down in your letter? — I JW.a, is?*, 

took that down. jj, perry. 

3875. Did you at the time you had that conversa- 
tion with Mr. Taaffe speak to him about having in 
tliat year received £670 from the Blackroek Township 
Commissionei-s? — I did not; it escaped my memory. 

3876. The same day you got the sum of money 
fi-om Mr. Duffy, did it not occur to you in any way 
that two months before about the same sum had been 
paid to yourself? — It did not. 

3877. Or rather that you gave a receipt for it? — 

It did not. 

3878. That is all you know in reference to that 
transaction ? — That is all I know in reference to that 
transaction. 1 told Mr. Taaffe I would not take upon 
my.selfthe responsibility of sayingwhether the amount 
was due or not. 

3879. Have you, in Mr, Taaffe’s absence, received 
money from townships on other occasions ? — I have, 
from time to time. 

3880. And how did you give a receipt for the 
money ? — On the police tax form as a rule. 

3881. I thought you said they were in his custody 
and locked up?— Yes, and so they -were; but I took the 
city receipt form and filled it up. It was given to me 
by Mr, Graham. 

3882. Have yon on other occasions given a receipt 
in the ordinary form in use in the city ? — I have as 
well as I can remember. 

3883. Have you ever given a receipt for townshij) 
money on a piece of paper which was not a receipt form 
at all ? — No. 

3884. Mr. Phipps. — Do I understand that your 
receipt forms are kept under lock and key ? — They ai-e. 

3885. How on this particular occasion had you 
access to the forms? — I got the form from Mr. 

Graham who has the charge of them. 

3886. CiiAiRM.AN. — Now we -will be glad to hear 
any statement you wish to make in reference to the 
conduct of business in the office ? — With regard to the 
muter accounts of the city water I asked to have a 
ledger opened, and could not get it done. 

3887. Is there any book or document showing the 
meter account? — There is not. The only account is a 
bundle of schedules since 1873, which I must go 
through to make a posting in the meter account. 

3888. There is no meter or ward ledger ? — There is 
not. 

3889. Are the payments regularly posted when 
they are put into the schedule ? — They are. I brought 
forward the arrcai-s from 1870 about June last. As far 
back as from 1870 they were not brought forward, 
until I brought them forward. 

3890. And in what soi-t of document did you bring 
them foiavai-d?.- In a column oftheform of schedule 
which is sent down from the Corporation to the office. 

When the metei- accounts wei-e kept in that way I 
found them very confusing, because if a quarter or two 
quarters or three quartere were due on any account 
there was a red cross put opposite, and if then one 
quarter was paid and another quarter was not, to the 
quarter tliatwas not due there was a ring put around 
the red cross, so that you had to go back from the 
present quarter to 1870 to see what was due. 

3891. You say yon have applied to have some 
ledger opened for the meter water rates ? — I did. 

3892. To whom? — To Mr. Taaffe. He said always 
tlie ledger was in Mr. Dollard’s. I asked him to let 
me go and inquire for it, and he said no. 

3893. How long is it since you began to make this 
request for the ledger? — Ever since I posted up the 
water account — since Mr. Moylan was appointed. 

3894. Did you ever ask Mr. Moylan youi-self about 
itl — No, I did not ask him about it, because Mr. 

Taaffe is the pei-son in his office that had tbe arrange- 
ment of all the business and accoamts there, and is 
liable for our work. I have a copy of a letter in my 
pocket which I wrote to Mr. Taaffe in June last, 
askmg that I might be put at different work from 
what I was at. I was put at different work, but w;is 
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sent back in a fortnight to the same ofSce. I was 
kept posting up the pay-sheets of the Collectors. 
Thatl not an opportunity of leiirning the routine of 
the office with regard to the correspondence. Tliis 
letter hears date the IGth of June, 1871. (Letter 
handed in and rea<l, in which Mi-. Perry requested 
to be transferred to otlier duty, in oivlei- that he might 
have opportunity of learning the general business of 
the department). 

3895. You say afte)’ this you were transfeired to 
some other work ? — For a fortnight, and then put 
back to the old work again ; and I say I ought to be 
allowed to see and know what correspondence was 
passing between the Castle and om- Office, but that 
lias been carefully kept away from me, and a junior 
clerk and a scrivener allowed to take charge of it. 

3896. Whom are the letters written by 1 — Gen(?raIIy 
by a scrivener. 

3897. I presume he merely copies the letters. They 
must be written by somebody else? — They are taken 
from Mr, Taaffe’s dictation. He wites a rough copy, 
and they are copied by a scrivener in the office. He 
is entru.sted with and knows all about that, and the 
.senior clerk in fact knows nothing about it. 


3898. Mr. Phipps. — But in certiiin matters you do 
act for the chief clerk, as in the case of the Blackrock 
To-wnsiiip ? — Yes ; and when Mr. Taaffe has been 
absent — he has been sometimes sick, and sometimes on 
leave — I have acted for him, 

3899. Chairman. — Was not it stated there was 
another clerk senior to you? — Mr. Hanlon was made 
my senior at the time the classification of clerks took 
place. At tlie time Mr. Taafie became chief clerk 
I sent forward a memorial to Government, laving my 
claims before them, but at the time I did not know there 
was an actual minute arranged, 

3900. It was a memorial with regard to yourpesition 
in the office of the Collector-Genei-al. Mr. Duffy is 
senior to you? — He is junior to me. I also wish to 

lay this before you — it may not be woi-tli much but 

still it shows the position I held in the cash office. 
A cheque was passed by the Directors of the Kings- 
town Railway, Mr. Staunton sent to me directing 
mo to do what was necessary regarding it. 

3901. That was to send a receipt for it? — No ; to 
go to the cash office at the railway station and get the 
cheque, and have it pmperly lodged in the bank. 


Mr. Eyin, 


Mr. John Ryan, Rural Collector, examined. 


3903. Chairman. — Wc omitted to examine you at 
the time we examined the other collectors, but I think 
it right to ask you a few questions with regard to the 
collection in tlie rural distinct. 

3903. Have you a book the same as the other col- 
lectors ? — Yes. 

3904. Letusseetliebook. (Witness produced several 
hooks), Are these the books you have been using 
the past year ? — No, sir. This is the book I am using 
now for 1878. 

3905. Where are the books you were using for last 
year ? — I have them at home. 

3906. Have you books for last year ? — Certainly. 

3907. As distinguislied from the yeai' before ? — 
Certainly. 

3908. You get books of this kind every year ? — 
Yes, sir. 


3909. No money appears to have been collected then 
for this year? — Yes. 

3910. At least vei-y little? — Oh, yes; I start from 
different districts. And any week I get payments I 
mark them here. 

3911. I would have rather seen the books of last 
year, because we would then see exactly how the rates 
have been paid up. I think we will not trouble you 
any further, but we would like to see your books of 
last year? — All light, sir. I will bring them. 

Mr. Moylan . — Therehasbeen a good deal of observa- 
tion made here about people being delayed in the 
office. I state I gave directions when tliere was any 
person in the office to send down a gentleman from 
the upper office, which is done invariably. 


Mr. Thom.is H. Atkinson examined. 


3912. Chair.man. — I believe you are the clerk of 
the Noi-th Dublin Union ? — Yes. 

3913. For what period have you been clerk? — 
From December, 1866. 

3914. Did you know anything at all of the North 
Dublin Union previous to the establishment of the 
Collector-General of Rates’ office? — I had some know- 
ledge. 

3915. In what way? — I was connected with the 
Registration Society, 

3916. Could you tell us, either from the knowledge 
which you acquired in that way or from the books 
of the North Dublin Union, how the rates were 
collected before the establishment of the Collector- 
General of Rates office? — Yes. Commencing March, 
1841, and ending March, 1851. 

3917. You have got a return of the rates collected 
in that time ? — I have. 

3918. Will you tell us the amoimt of the return at 
that time. The North Dublin Union, I presume, 
collected the poor-rates for the city in the same way « 
they collected the rural poor-rates — that is, by tbeir 
own collector ? — Yes. 

3919. Do yon happen to know what the per-cen- 
tage was at that time before the establishment of the 


Collector-General’s office ? — Two city collectors col- 
lected the rates up to 1847, and their average salaries 
was from £160 to £180. There was a third collector 
appointed in September, 1847 in consequence of three 
rates having been struck that year. 

3920, Could you tell”us the salaries — they were 
paid by a poundage ? — By a poundage. 

3931. What was the poundage they were paid at 
that time ? — I could not say witliout reference to the 
books. This return is taken from tlie half-yearly 
abstracts of accounts, 

3922. Could you.tell us whetherthe collection of rates 
cost the city more than sixpence in tlie pound, in a 
general way ? — I would say about sixpence in the 
pound. 

3923. I am now speaking of the city rates alone. I 
am not speaking of the rates outside the city ? — About 
sixpence. 

3924. Does that return which you hold in your 
hand show the amount of rates that remains uncol- 
lected each of these yeai-s ? — It shows the amount of 
the assessment and the amount collected and lodged 
to the credit of the union for each half year. 

The witness handed in the folloiving return : — 


[Return. 
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North Dobun TJhion — North City Electoral Division. Mr. AtkinsonJ 

4 IltTURN showing the State of the Collection while in the hands of the Guardians’ Collectors, com 
mencin" 25th March, 1841, and ending March, 1851, in accordance with resolntiou of the Board of 
Guardians dated 8th December, 1875. 


J):ite aiia Year. 

stru^uU. 

Total Amount 
of Rate. 

Amount Collected 
and Lodged. 

Per Half-yearly 
Abstract. 




d. 

£ 

, 

d. 

£ 

A 

d. 



1841, . 

0 

5 

5,918 

9 

11 

5,286 


n 

29 September, 1841. 


1842, . 

0 

5 

5,918 

9 

11 

3,491 

13 


25 March, 1842. 



0 

5 

5,924 

3 

11 

6,932 

11 


29 September, .. 


, 

0 

6 

7,014 

10 

10 

6,561 


U 

25 March, 1843. 


J843, . 

0 

b 

6,962 

10 

1 

6,019 


0 

29 September, ,, 



0 

6 

6,942 

3 


4,807 



25 March, 1844. 


1844, . 

0 

6 

6,871 

0 

9 

2,723 

10 


29 September, ,, 


1845, . 

0 


5,705 

8 

11 

6,286 

18 

5 

25 March, 1845. 



0 

5 

5,560 

14 

9 

5,512 

il 

5 

29 September, ,, 

25 April, 

1846, . 

0 

6 

6,639 

13 

3 

5,186 

14 

9 

25 March, 1846. 

28 September, 
24 February, 

1847,} 

0 

10 

17,566 

19 

10 

6,598 


7 

29 September, ,, 





21,995 

5 

10 

9,846 






1 

8 

21,848 

4 

6 

13,818 


11 

29 September. ,, 












27 September, 







I 10,066 

13 

3 

29 September, „ 












29 September. 







t 6,086 

11 

9 

29 September. ,, 








{ 11,425 

5 

9 

25 March, 1850. 


1850. , 

0 

G 

6,372 

14 

10 

\ 6,452 

9 

2 

29 September, „ 








( 2,195 


2* 

— 





182,984 

19 


171,408 

18 

a 



Rate, J182,984 19 7 

Collected and lodged, . . 171,408 18 4| 


^11,576 1 21 

• To the time Coilector-GcDoral took up, leaving an avrear of £7,351 18s. 8lif. tote collected ky him, 

Or a little over .£0 per cent. ; but if the above £7,351 18s. 8}d. was collected it would leave 
the per-centage about 2| per cent. 


3025, CiiAiRUAN. — Does the second column of the 
account represent the amount collected in respect of 
tliat particular assessment, or does it i-epresent the 
amount collected for the entii-e year, whether from 
that assessment or previous j-ears 1 — It includes the 
arrears as well. 

3926. What number of years Lave you got in tliat 
column! — From tho time the union was established 
until the time the collection was handed over to the 
Collector-General . 

3927. Thatis from 1841 to 1850 1— Dovvn to 1850. 

3928. And I see there was assessed dming that 
period .£182,984 195. Id., and there was collected and 
lodged £171,408 18s. 4|d. !— Yes. 

3929. That would, as far as I can judge, represent a 
little over sis per cent, uncollected of tlie amount of 


- 3930. Of that £11,676 Is. that was uncol- 
lected, £7,351 18s. 8Jtf. was handed over to the Col- 
lector-General when his office was established to 
collect ? — It was. 


3931. Thatis, that amount, £7,351 18s. SJd.atthe 
time of the establishment of the Collector-General of 
Bates Office, was looked upon as collectible and re- 
turned to him 1 — Yes. 

3932. In pursuance of one of the sections of the 
Act of Parliament, yoni' union handed over to the 
Collector-General of Bates to collect £7,351 18s. 8Jtf. 1 
—Yes. 

3933. Was that amount considered collectible in 
1860 1 — It was presumed to be. 

3934. Assuming that was collectible, it would show 
the loss was about two and arhalf per cent. ? — Yes. 

3935. Have you also got, commencing with the 
yciu- 1850 and coming down to the present time, a 
return showing the amount of the assessment of your 
poor-rate and the amount tliat was lodged to your 
credit by the Collector-General of Rates office! — I 
have from the year 1851 down to the year 1865 in that 
return (hands in return), and I have from 1865 to the 
31st of December, 1875, in that return (hands in return), 


[Returk. 
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North Dublin Union — North City Electoral Division. 

A Return showing the State of the Collection in the above-named Division for 15 yeai-s from the time 


Collector-General of Rates took up the Collection, commencing in tho year 1851, and ending ^i'! 
December, 1865. ^ 


Sum Ii.vnded ove 
Collector - General 
in 1851 to collect, 


1852, 

1853, 

1854, 
1865, 

1856, 

1857, 

1858, 

1859, 


1860, 

1861, 


{!■) 

£ $. (I 

7,351 18 8i 

15,780 0 0 


23,131 18 
15,323 3 
21,607 15 
27,910 5 
24,033 7 
32,353 11 
16,637 19 
12,016 6 
11,110 0 


21,892 8 7 


16,675 9 0 
28,221 15 0 
22,329 12 0 
20,708 8 4 
24,655 18 2 


12,545 10 6.i 
13,276 7 6 
18,869 I 0 
22,178 1 2 

21,196 0 2 
26,712 18 10 
15,081 2 0 

12,540 13 61 
10,444 19 If 
18,085 5 10 


15,838 19 6.^ 
25,176 5 9^ 
20,908 II 44*. 
19,098 17 7 
22,262 13 Ij- 


10,586 

2,040 

2,738 


2,837 
5,640 1 
1,556 1 


15 9 
14 0 
3 10 


3,807 2 9 


3,045 

1,421 

1,609 

2,393 


9 53 
9 2f 
0 7J 
10 9 
5 Oi 


£44,392 11 3 


During these years the amoum 
I appearing m col, 2 was actu- 

f ally lodged to the credit of the 

I Division. 


* £524 6s. lOJd; plus 


During these years tho amount 
appearing in col. 2 included the 
Collector-General’s commis- 
sion of per cent, 


North Dublin Union — North City Electoral Division. 

A Return showing the State of the Collection in the above-named Division for the last ten yeai-s, com- 
mencing 1st January, 1866, and ending 31st December, 1875, in accordance with resolution of the 
Board of Guardians dated 8th December, 1875. 



itruck lu£ 

Arrears of 
Year 

of Hate, 
rovioua 

Amount collected. 
General's Poundage, 

uncollecli 
of the 

Yea 

d... 

Arrears collected, 
including Collector- 
General’s Poundage, 
Law Costs, &c., 
during tlie Year. 

Actual loss. 
Deducting Col. ♦ 
from Col. 3. 


s. 

d 

(1.) 

£ 

s. 

d 

(2.) 

£ 5. 

d 

(3 

£ 

) 

d 

(4.) 




2 

4 

26,678 

0 


22,537 7 

3| 

4,140 

12 

S} 

1,044 6 







5 

0 

23,636 16 

5^ 

4,993 

8 

6.1 

1,520 4 


3,473 4 5} 
2,360 14 ll| 
1,798 7 6} 




29,031 

16 

9 

24,50.5 0 

2i 

4,526 

16 

6J 

2,166 I 






12 

6 

19,095 18 

0| 

3,487 

14 

5“ 






23,314 

14 

0 

18,99.8 3 

4} 

4,316 

10 

71 

1,365 0 








20,899 17 

'dt 

4,034 

7 









19 

4 

25,963 12 

91 

6,043 

6 

6i 







38,853 

5 

3 

29,618 1 

3| 

9,235 

3 

ili| 

6 

1,844 9 


1875- 




10 

5 

19,879 17 

1 


12 





29,856 


4 

21,319 18 

8* 

8,536 

4 

8 

3,448 9 

0 

5,087 15 8 






284,534 

10 

11 

227,054 13 

3^ 

67,479 

17 

7i- 

19,568 15 

Ilj 

37,911 1 7} 


• This sum indudcj tlio £5.300 whicli ths Colloctor-Gciieral states ha would get Id by tlie end of the year 
Loss equal to, . , . I3i per cent. 



3936. This return, which you say is from 1851 
down to 1865, shows there was an assessment of 
£318,607 18s. 4-^tf., and that the amount collected 

during the same period was £274 215 7s IW 1 

Yes. • 4 ■ • 

3937. The actual loss then, as you put it, would 
have been £44,392 11s. 3rf., and that would represent 
about fourteen per cent. 1 — About fourteen per cent. 

3938. Now I see you represent here tliat tlie actual 
loss is £44,392 11s. 3d, but it appears that that is 
£524 6s. 10^. less than the difference between the 
sum assessed and the sum actually collected. Why is 
that £524 6s. lOJii. introduced ? — Because in that half- 
year the collection exceeded the sum assessed. 


3939. Well, the result of this statement from 1851 
down to 1865 would show your poor-rate was mucli 
worse collected in the Collector-General of Bates 
office than when the collection was in your owa 
hands 1 — Precisely. 

3940. The difference between six per cent, and four- 
teen per cent. 1 — Yes. 

3941. This return, from 1841 to 1851, includes 
very bad times! — Yes. It includes the famino of 
1847 and 1848. 

3942. Would you be kind enough to explain this 
return from 1866 down to 1875, for it appears ina 
different form! — The total amount of rates, exclusive 
of arrears, was £284,534 10s. llcf. from the year 1866 
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rcuoivcdby him on ammiit thereof, ami that llio clerk <1o otate /Vi. 3 , 
lo the Co'llector-Geneial that the apjilieation is made in pursuance — 
of the provisions of tlie oGth sectioQ of said Act, 13 & 13 Vic., Mr. Atk 
cap. 01 .’ 

“ Gkoroe TiiniiPE in the chair.” 


jownto the 31st of December, 1875. The anioimt 
collected, meluding the Colleotor-Geneval’s poundage, 
hw costs, ite., was £227,054 13s. 3|cZ., and the amount 
uncollected was £57,079 17«. 7l<i. ■, actual loss, 

;£37,9il Is. 7Jc?. 

3943. What per cent, is that? — That would he 
equal to sixteen jjer cent, on tlie ten years’ collec- 

^^°3941. Well, but when yovi say sixteen per cent, 
on the t<!ii years’ collection, do you include there the 
anjoimt actually received by the Collcctor-Genei-al, in- 
cludiun- his poundage? — Yes; the loss is equal to 
one-fourth per cent., two and a-half per cent, 
for the Collectoi--General’.s poundage, and one-fourth 
per cent, for superannuation, law costs, ic. 

394,’). Leaving out the amount the Collector- 
Genei-al is entitled to for his poundage, and deducting 
the law costs, &c., tlie loss would he equal to thirteen 
one-fourth per cent. ? — Yes. 

3946. Mr. Phipps. — Would you kindly explain the 
sum collected. What is that? Is that the amount 
paid to you by the Collector-General ? — The amount 
]iai<l ill to the credit of the union, together with the 
Oolicctor-GeneraTs deduction of 2^ per cent. 

3917. It is not the amount received in i-espect to 
the particular year’s assessment ? — No. 

3948. And all the accounts you have given us have 
been drawn up on the same basis ? — Yes. 

3949. Chaiiuia.s'. — Does not this loss include 
vacimt houses? — Yes. 

3950. Trior to the Collector-General’s oJlice being 
established were rates collected out of vacant houses ? 
—Of course they were, for the premises were con- 
sidered liable. 

3951. Areyou sure of that. No doubt the premises 
were liable — There is no question about that, but 
were they liable during the time they were unoccupied ? 
—Under a recent Act they are not in Dublin or else- 
when), 

3952. I think there were decisions in the courts in 
Dublin, in which it was held that vacant houses were 
not liable to the rates? — According to the 78th section 
of 1 it 2 Vic. chap. 56, the occupier Avas made to pay 
the rates, or in default the subsequent occupiers. 

3953. Coi-taiiily, we ai-e all agreed about that. If 
the rates were not paid by the pei-sons in occupation 
the subsequent occupier will have to pay them. The 
question I am on is whether the houses in the occupa- 
tion of no one were liable to any rates. Now they are 
uot, hut even before the passing of that section of tho 
Act of Parliament I don’t think they were levied out 
of unoccupied hotises iu Ireland ? — I Avould say they 
were. 

3954. Since you became clerk of the union has 
there been much correspondence between your board 
iuid tlie collection of rates office in reference to the 
uou-collection or the deficient collection of the rates? 
— There ]ius, 

3955. Have you got that correspondence here ? — I 
have copies of it. 

3956. I mean the correspondence Avhieh your board 
has had from time to time with the Collector-General 
of Kates in reference to the deficiency. Have you 
got there certain re.wlntions passed by your board 
on the 24th of July, 1867 ? — I have. 

3957. Will you read them ? 

“ lixtract from minutes of proceedings of tlie Board of Guardians 
of Uie North Dublin Union on Wednesday, 34th July, 1867. Moved 
by Mr. Uooiy, seconded by Mr. Haughton, ' That the clerk be 
instructed to apply in writing to tlie Cullcctor-Geiicral of Itutcs 
under the 12th and 13th Vic., cap. 01, requesting him, with all 
convenient despatch to furnish to this board tlie half-yearly 
accounts from the year 1864 to the present time, both years in- 
clusive, of the eutire sum rated or mitiflod by him at the commence- 
ment Ilf each of said years for collection from the North City 
electoral division of the Nortli Dublin Poor-law union, and the 
whole amount received by him during eacli of said years res|)eetiveiy 
on foot thereof, and the amount paid by him to the guardians of 
said union, and the date of each payment, as also the amount of 
Snell rate remaining uncollected in said electoral division together 
with a statement of the amount thereof supposed to be insolvent, 
and names of tho persons rated for same, and the amount 0 / the 
poundage, for recovering such rates, and the amount of the sum 


Witness . — That resolution was passed, and I for- 
warded it to the Collector-General, who sent the follow- 
ing answer : — 

■’(Letter d.ited 31st July, 18(i7, transmitting copies of accounts 
■which were the subject of observation at this Boani on Wednesday 
last.) lie states tiiat every year twenty copies of similar aceounu 
are sent to the Board, and that the words in the resolution of the 
Board, ‘tialf-ycarly accounts,’ are not those contemplated in the 
56tli section of the Collection of Kates Act, in the commencement 
of which is a specification of the information required, that is 'the 
entire sums rated or notified for collection at the commencement of 
the preceding year,’ ‘the whole amount received during the past 

the section, but they arc clearly nnllitied tiy the words just qnoted, 
and it iswell known in the quarter to which the Collection of Kates 
Act was .sent to be revised that ‘lialf- yearly' crept into tho .section 
by accident, and was left in it through mere oversight." 

3958. CnAiiiUAN. — Now Mr. Btxioks a.sked Mr. 
Moylan if any of the public departinonts were fui'- 
iiished with any return in pursuance of that section, 
and hir. hloylan said he was not aware of it? — It was 
in Mr. Staunton’s time this demand was made. 

3959. And from that time up to this you ha^-e not 
got these half-yearly returns ? — No. 

3960. Have you a letter from the Secretary of the 
Bank of Ireland of the 6th of November, 1807, calling 
the attention of your Board to the state of their 
account ? — Yes. 

“Extract from minutes of proceedings of Board of Guardians 
of tho North Dublin Union, 011 Wednesday, 13th November, 18(i7. 
Copy letter from Secretary of the Bank of Ireland, dated 6 lh 
November, 1867, calling attention to the state of the account 0 / 
the North Dublin Union with the bank for some time past, it being 
continuously overdrawn for considerable amounts. Moved by Mr. 
Ploiiiigaii; seconded by Mr. Chomley — ‘That a copy of the Secre- 
tary's letter of tlio Bank of Ireland, be sent to the Collector- 
General, with a request that he will furnish us with his remarks on 
the Slate of the collection by this day week.’ — H. J. M'Paelaxe in 
chair.” 

“Copy letter from Collector-General, dated 20th November, 
1367. He writes that, in his opinion, the state of the collection is 
as good as could bo expected from the aniotint of rate assessed, and 
the pressure in the mercantile interests from tlie commencement of 
the year. He hopes that by the end of tho ■week, there will be 
nothing due to the Bank of Irolaud, and adds that the closing 
weeks 0 / the year ate far the most productive, and the lodgment* 
to llie credit of the North Union, between this and the 81st 
of December, shall, he trusts, considerably exceed £5,000." 

3961. Now there were some further resolutions 
passed on the 4th December in the same year? — 
Be.solution passed on the 4th December ; — 

“Moved by Mr. Stephens; seconded Iiy Mr. Norwood — ‘That the 
clerk lie ordered to write to the Collector-General, and request him 
to furnish the names and addresses of the different jiarties who 
have not paid their taxes to the 31st of December, 1867.’— H. J. 
lI'I'Ani.-txA in chair." 

Witness . — There is also a resolution by Bo.ard of 
Guardians of the 15th of January, 1868 : — 

“Moved by Mr. Stephens; seconded by Mr. Dooley — ‘That the 
clerk write to the Collector-General, requesting to know when ho 
can furnish tho names and addresses of the different parties who 
have not paid their taxes to the 31st December, 1867.’— H. J. 
M' 1 '’.uti.AXU in the chair.” 

“l.eticr from CoUector-Gencr.a! of Ratos, dated 17th January, 
ISOS, ill reply to clerk's letter, enclosing resolution of the Board 011 
the loth iiis't. lie states ho has no means of complying with the 
request of the guardians but by o[iening his books to trustworthy 
oflicers appuimed and paid b^' the guardians tlieinseivcs." 

3962. CiiAmJiiVN. — Do you know whether the 
giuirdiaus took any steps to inspect the books at that 
time? — They did nob. 

3963. Will you read us a re.solntion of the Finance 
Committee of the 28th December, 1870 ? 

“Copy extract from Report of Kiiiaiice Committee of 2Slh 
December, 1870. Moved by J .11. Chomley, esq., seconded by Richard 

J. Miirpli}’, esq ‘That this Board begs to call the attention of the 

Colteeior-Geiieral to the fact, that there is a sum of £UtlO uiicollecied 
this year more than last, iiidepcmlciU of the disputed rales of the 
I’orl and Docks ISoaril, and that this Board would respectfully ask 
his exphination on this subject by this day week.’ — J amks M. 
Hyxiimas in chair.” 

“ Letter from Collector-General of Rates, dated 80th December, 
1870, stating in reply to clerk of union's letter of the 29th, that the 
only way the success of the collection can be fairly tested is by com- 
pariiig the sums lodged to credit in one year ivilli those of auocber. 
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Sib. 5, 1878. In taking lliis course Ue finds that tJie rates in 1869 and 1870, were 
the same 2a. per pound, and the lodgments to crcdit-as follows : — 


Mr. Atkinion. 

To 25th becember, 1869, . 19,252 

To 24tli December, 1871), - . 18,356 

Making a diSerence of, . . £896 


“ In 1869, the collected arrears were £340 la excess of that sum 
up to 25th Deoembcr. Reviewing the figures he lias quoted the 
collection up to the present would stand thus, comparing it with 
fljis time last year : — 

£ 

Amountlodged to 24th December, 1870, . 18,356 

Less arrears collectible, 340 

Amount lodged in Court by Gas Company, . 97 

Lost by Port and Docks lioard, . . . 582 

Amonnt due by securities of defaulting Collector, 90 

19,465 

Amount lodged to 25tli December, 1869, . . 19,252 

£213 

3964. Chairmax. — Now give us the resolution of 
the Board of the 26th of April, 1871 1 

“ Copy extract from Minutes of Board of Guai-diaua, 26th April, 
1871. Moved by John H. Cliomley, esq., seconded by M. Flanagan, 
esq., J.P. — ‘That the Finance Committee be requested to make a 
special report to this Board on the deficiency on lhe‘25th March 
last, amounting to about £2.000 more than the previous year. 
H. J. M'Fablane, j.t. in chair." 

"North Dublin Union, 
“May 1st, 1871. 

“Ameetingof the Finance Committee was held this clay to in- 
quire into the cause of the deficiency in the collection of the Kates 
for the North City Klectoral Division with a view of bringing the 
subject under the notice of the Collector-General of Taxes. 


Amount of rates collected for 1869, . . £22,163 

„ „ 1870, . . 20,061 

Deficiency on collection for 1870, . . . £2,102 

Amount of uncollected rates for 1869, . . 2 931 

Do. for 1870, . . £4,302 

Do. for increase of valuation, 131 4,433 


On the three years 1869, 1870, and 1871 . 

January 1st to April 24tU in each year. 

For 1869, . . . £4,531— 2s. Kate. 

„ 1870, . . 3,673—25. 

„ 1871, • . 1,751—25. 2cf. „ 

The last item in the above shows that although the rate for this 
year Is 2d. in the £ more than the preccdiitg year, yet the amount 
collected is almost nothing over the years 1869, 1870- Of course 
the Committee are aware that the Port and Docks Board have not 
paid tlie u.sual amount for tlio year 1870, but this would not in 
tlieir mind explain the smallness of the collection for the first three 
months of 1871, and they therefore requo.st the chairman of the 
Board, H. J. M'Farlaue, esq., to call on the Collector-General 
for an explanation. J. M. Hyndman in cliair. Moved by Mr. 

Chomley ; seconded by Mr. Hutton, j.p. That the report be 

adopted. H. J- M‘FARLAsii, Chairman. 

3965. Have you got any explanation given l>y tlie 
Collector-General of that? — It was given verbally to 
the Chairman, who called on the Collector-General. 

3966- What is the next remonstrance that you sent 
into the Collector-General’s office 1 — The -1th October, 
1871. [Reads document as follows] : — 

“ Copy of resolution of the Board of Guardians at their ineetiii"' 
held on 4th October, 1871. Moved bv John II. Chomlev, esq., 
seconded by James Keilly, Esq.— ‘That inasmuch as Ihore is’ only a 
little more than half of the collection made up to the present hv 
the Collector-General, and tliis being tiic tcnlli monlli, that tli’e 
Collector-General be requested to urge on the collectors llie neces- 
sity of getting in the rates without delay.’ Adopted. 

(“ Signed) H. J- M‘FAitr,.VRE, Chairman." 

" Copy letter from Collector-General of Rates, dated lOtli Oc- 
tober, 1871, acknowledging receipt of Clerk of Union’s letter of 
4tl October, cuciosiug resolution of tlie Board, and in reply ho 
assures tlie Board that he considers it his duty to constantly urge 
the collectors, and he knows those oflioets are discharging the duties 
imposed on them with attention and zeal, more particularly as their 
incomes depend on the amount collected each day. Up to the date 
taken by the guardians (29th September), tlie sums lodged to their 
credit by him were os folloivs: — 

1S69, . . . £12,790 at 25. Rate 

1870, . . . 12,113 at 25. 

1871, . . . 13,295 at 2s. 2d. „ 

The deficit in comparing 1870 with 1869 was caused by tlie repu- 
diation of £580 poor rate by the Dublin Port and Docks Board 
and he hopes to have his suit in the superior courts for the recovery 
of that eum, together witli other rates, finally determined early 
next term, The guardians have received £1,182 in excess of what 


was lodged to their credit up to the same ])erind last year, caustl 

no reason to doubt the entire success of tho colle'clioii (or ispi*''! 
the expiration of the year.’’ , 

3967. You ba,ve got a ve.solutioQ of tbe 27th Ko 
vember, 1871 1 — At the meeting of tho Board of Guar 
diaU9 on the 29tli November, 187 1, a letter wus ieail 
from C. H. Hanlon, esq., Collector-General's Ofllce 
dated 28th November, 1871, containing a statement 
of arrears in north city division as follows : — 

“ Collected to the 18th instant, £1.346 ; amount awert, lined un 
collectible, £750; amount duo by Port and Docks Board, £610- 
probable collection to tiio 31st December, £80; total, 4"', 780; 
observing that the arrears not included in the above statomont mar 
be taken as irrecoverable, tliough not vet ascertained to be sueli 
and also that tiie Collcctor-Gcnenil has a suit pending in one of the 
superior courts fur the recovery of the £610 due by the Dublin Port 
and Docks Board, the re.stilt of whicii will not be knoivu till um 
year — with respect to tho amount estimated as likely to be col- 
lected at the end of the year, tho Collector-General observes lliot it 
never has been the practice of the department to overstate tliosom 
uncollected when asked for the purpose of tlie clerk’s estimate but 
that he is satisfied that no exertion will he spared hr the coUKtors 
(whose incomes depend on the amount- collected) to rculir.e every 
available penny up to the end of the year.’’ 

“Resolution of Finance Committee, .27th NovcMiibcr, IS'!,- 
Moved by James Reilly, esq., seconded by William Dcaker, esq.— 
‘ That thb committee having examined the statement iireseiilcd by 
the clerk, request Mr. Atkinson to write to the Coilector-General 
for an e-X|>lanation as to wliat becamo of -the balance of ratc£2,93G 
Is. of 1870; and also on what grounds tho Collector-Geueral as- 
sumes that lie will be able to collect only £4,800 out of £9,321 
uncollected rates, on the 20th November.’ — J. M. IIyxbjias ia 
chair." 

3968. Hand in tlie various otter resolutions and 
correspondence? — There was a letter from the Local 
Government Board outlie 14th January, 1873. ■ 

3969. I would like you to put in, fii-st, the reso- 
lution of the Board of the 6th December, 1871 ; tlio 
order of the Board, 31st January, 1872; the reply 
of the chief clerk in the Colleetdr-Geneiul's office, dated 
2nd February, 1872 ; the letter from the Collector- 
General, dated 8th February, 1872 ; the resolutiouof 
the Board, dated 27th March, 187‘2 ; the letter 
from the Secretary of the Bank -of Ii'cland, dated 
28th March, 1872 ; an extinct from the clink’s report 
to the Finance Committee, 8th ApirU, 1,872 ; the re- 
solution of the Finance Committee of tho 8th April, 
1872 ; and the resolution of the'Board, dated lOtli 
Aj)ril, 1872 ; the resolution-of the Boiu'd, dated 2nd 
October, 1872 ; the reply -of the Collector-Gcueval, 
dated 8th October, 1872 ; the resolution of the 6tli 
November, 1872 ; the reply of the CoIlector-Gcnei-aJ, 
dated 12th November-, 1872. 

[Witness put in evidence tlio documents as re- 
quested, viz.] .: — 

“ Copy extract from Minutes of Proceedings of Board of Guar- 
diaus on 6th December, 1871. — Moved by James Keilly, esq ; se- 
conded by tv. F. Lawlor, esq Thatthe C'bainiian (Mr. JI‘Farlane) 

be requested to call on the Collector-General to ask .in explanatioe 
as to balance of rate of 1870— £4,302 lOs— £1,346 9s. being only 
collected to 20th November, and aihnving £610 of Port and Bock! 
Board out of same, leaving £2,346 Is. of timt rate due; and if un- 
collectible, to furnish sheets showing in detail what is lost by 
insolvency, by declaration and removal, or otherwise— H. J. 
M'Farlane in obair.” 

“ At a meeting of the Board of Guardians .of the above Union, 
held 31st January, 1372, it was ordered that the clerk write tollie 
CoUcctor-Gcneral in reference to tlie small sum lodged this week, 
and asking attention to tbe proportion lodged on the corrcspondiiii,' 
days in former years, e.g., January 22nd, 29th, and February otii, 
1866, when tliero was a 2s. id. rate in collection." 

“Copy extract of letter from C. (I. Hanlon, «q., chief clerk. 
Coliector-Gcncrnrs office, dated 2nd February-, 1872, stating that 
the large amount placed to credit on the week ended tho 3iil Feb- 
ruary, 1866, comprised a payment of £600 poor-rate made by tie 
Messrs. Scovell, for the Custom House stores at that time in thca 
possession, and adding tiiat no practical result can come from any 
oompavisnn of tlio collection with any other year at a time when 
the collectors are only putting out their notices." 

“ The board request that every exertion will be made to get for- 
ward with the collection, as the board are compelled to overdraw 
their account in the bank, besides having contractors unp.nid, nnii 
consider the uncoliectible arrears are larger than usual.’' 

“ Copy extract of letter from Collector-General of Bates Oflice, 43, 
Fleet-street, dated 8lh February, 1872, acknowledging receipt of 
clerk of union's letter of the 7tli instant, aud stating that no oxertiOD 

will be spared on the port of the .collectors to get in the rates, arid 

with respect to the uncollectible arrears the department can exercise 
no control over them as they arise, fyom insolvency, bankruptcy, non- 
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occnpfincy, &c., wliicli /or the past years have becotoe very tm- 

Copy of resolution of Board of Guardians at their meeting held 
on the 27th March, 1872. Moved by A. M. Sullivan, esq., 
seconded by D. P. Brady, esq., j.p., that our chairman be respect- 
fully requested to wait upon tlie directors of the Bank of Ireland, 
and lay before them a statement as to the present financial position 
nf the union which renders if prudent for us to provide for a 
Dossible temporary deficit of £G,000 or £7,000 up to 30th June 
next, and ask the directors with their usual kindness to ac- 
commodate the union to that extent. Adopted unanimously. 

“(Signed), H. J. M'Fablane, Chairman.” 

" Copy extract of letter from seci-etary, Bank of Ireland, dated 
2Sth March, 1872, stating tiiat not liaving been favoured with any 
coniinuoicatioa from tlie chairman in reference to his letter of tlie 
’Gill ult. upon the subject of the overdrawn account of this 
union, he has now to stale that the governors and directors have 
been compelled to give orders to decline payments of drafts which 
msv be presented while the account remains in its present state.” 

“ Copy extract of Clerk’s report to the Finance Committee held 
on 8th April, 1872. The assessment for this year in the North 
Oily Electoral Division struck tlie 1st of January last, amounting 
lo £32 006 19s. id. a due proportion has not been collected, as after 
a lapse' of three months only the sum of £3,412 2s. 6fcf. (less the 
Collcctor-Geuerars commission) was lodged to the credit of the union, 
being much less than the proper proportion which should have 
beei lodged for that period. 

"That with an increased valuation of £9.890 for this year, and 
a liiglier poundage rate than for the last four years, the collection 
to tlie let April, 1872, in North City Electoral Division has not 
been quite so good at tiie corresponding period as in former years 
with a lees poundage rate. 

£ t. (1. £ 

For 1868 Collected 4,004 Rate 2 6 Valuation 232,254 

. 1869 „ 3,180 „ 2 0 „ 281,836 

„ 1870 „ 2,483 „ 2 0 „ 233,147 

1871 „ 2,304 „ 2 2 „ 230,162 

,. 1872 „ 3,271 „ 2 8 „ 240,052 

"Moved by James Reilly, esq., seconded by G. Tickell, esq. — 
"That the ciiairman be respectfully requested to call on tlie Colleotor- 
(leneral to request that he would use all ids influence with his 
collectors with a view to increased exertion on their part to get in 
the rates to meet the largely increased expenses caused by the 
epidemic, &c., &c.,' Adopted.” 

“Resolution of Board of Guardians, dated 10th April, 1872 
Moved by A. M. Sullivan, esq., secouded by James Reilly, esq- — 
"That tlie report of the Finance Committee adopting the Clerk's 
report and requesting the chairman to press on the Collector-General 
the great necessity which exists for increased exertion to get in the 
rates be adopted.’ Adopted.” 

'• Copy extract of minutes of proceedings of Board of Guardians 
on 2nd October, 1872; — Moved by R. U. Kauc, esq., secouded by 
P. Langan, esq. — ‘ Tliat tlie attention of the Collector-General of 
Rales be cdled to tlie fact that out of the sum of £32,006 19s- 4rf-, 
the current rate, a sum of only £15,647 14s. Id. has been received, 
leaving a sum of £16,359 4s. 9rf. still due to the union, and tliat he 
be requested to take immediate steps to press forward the colleetion.’ 
— J. M. Hxxdman in chair.” 

Letter from Collector-General of Rates office, 43, Fleet-street, 
dated 8th October, 1872, acknowledging receipt of resolution of the 
Board on 2nd instant, and staling the schedule below, which shows, 
that taking the increase in the rate into account, the collection is 
£500 over that of last year, and nearly £900 in excess of that of 
1871, notwithstanding that there are two additional taxes to be 
levied from the citizens at a time when expenditure is almost in 
every particular increased *itli unprecedented suddenness. 

" Gross collection of current rate up to 28tli Sept. : — 


s. d. £ 

1870 at 2 0 . . 11,212 

1871 at 2 2 . . 12,382 

1872 at 2 8 . . 15,847 


“Tlie valuation after appeals before tlie Commissionersof Valuation 
is £239,247, wliich at 2s. 8tf. per £ produces an assessment of 
£31,329. 

£ 

" Deduct 12J percent, for losses and cost of col- 
lection, ..... 3,979 

"Assessment on value of water-mains appealed 
against by Corporation, not yet adjudicated 
oil, 996 

“Amount lodged to credit, . . . 15,647 

20,622 

£11,207. 

“Leaving £11,207, instead of £16,359 asset forth in the resolution 
of the Board, and also adding tlmt the collectors liave beeu in 
coustant .attendanco at the Parliamentary Revision Court since tlie 
11th lilt., which must have a prejudicial effect ou the collection. 
Notwithstanding tlie many difficulties in the way of collecting he 
lias no doubt that the amount he shall lodge to credit shall be pro- 
portionately greater than that of any previous j'ear." 

“Copy Minutes of Proceedings on 6lh November, 1872 Moved 

by Anthony O’Neill, esq. ; seconded by Alderman O’Rorke, j.p 

That the Collector-General’s immediate attention bo caliod to tbe 


great slowness in collecting the rates, and that the excuse which he pcb. 0, 1878. 

offers being now just concluded, he desire liis collectors to be more 

vigilant in getting in the rates. — H. J. M'Faulane, j.p., in chair.' Mr. Atkinson. 

" Letter from Collector-General of Rates, 43, Fleet-street, dated 
I2tli November, 1872, stating the collectors arc not yet released 
from attendance at the Jurors’ Revision Court ; that this encroach- 
ment on their time is a fact, and not an excuse, as is suggested by 
the terms of the resolution." 

3970. Chairman. — Plea-se read the letter of the 
Local Government Board of 14th January, 1873 1 



" Copy extract of letter from Local Government Board, dated 
14th January, 1873, No. 901, referring to an entry iu the minutes 
of the 8th inst-, from the Collector-General's office, stating that the 
probable amount of collectible arrears of the rate of 1872 may be 
set down at £1,846, aud stating that it appears by tbe last rate 
returns of the union furnislied that the rate struck on the North 
City Electoral Division in January, 1872, amounted to £32,006, 
and tliat only £25,963 has been collected, leaving a balance of 
£0,043 outstanding at the close of the year. If, tlierefore, only 
£1,846 of this arrear is recoverable, there will be a loss of £4,l97 
to tlie union, or about thirteen per cent, of the entire rate for the 
year. The Local Governmect Board suggest that under circum- 
stances it might be advisable that the guardians should endeavour 
to obtain some information from the Collector-General as to the 
large amount remaining uncollected at the close of the year, and as 
to tlie reasons for considering that only so small a part of it is re- 
coverable." 

3971. Was there any action taken in pursuance of 
that by the Board 1 — There was. [Reads] ; — 

“ Copy extract from Minutes of 15th January, 1878. — Moved by 
R. D Kane, esq. ; seconded by J. M. Hyndman, esq. — That a copy 
of that part of the letter from the Local Government Board having 
regard to the largo arrears of poor-rate uncollected for the year 
1872, be sent to die Collector-General, requesting his explanation 
as to the cause of the arrear, and wliat amount he expects to col- 
lect." 

3972. Have you got the reply of the chief clerk to 

thatl — I have. (Reads) ; — 

“ Collector-General of Rates Office, 48, Fleet-street, Dublin, 
21st day of January, 1873- 

“ Sin, I am directed by tlie Colleetor-General of Rates to ac- 

knowledge the receipt of your letter of Ifitli instant, forwarding a 
resolution of llie Board of Guardians of the North Dublin Union 
requiring information for the Local Government Board on the 
subject of the arrears of poor-rate outstanding in the North 
City Electoral Division ; and iu reply I am to state tliat had the 
Local Government Board been made aware that the amount brought 
into charge by you for the year 1872 included an allowance of 
twelve and a-half per cent, for cost of collection, bankruptcies, 
insolvencies, and non-occupancies, tlie que.«tion upon svliich they 
require information could never have arisen. This deduction of ten 
per cent for non-occupancies, bankruptcies, &c., and two and a liaif 
per cent, for cost of collection, making in all twelve aud a-lialf per 
cent, which is made by all the public bodies when sending in their 
estimates is a normal condition of things, and has been the usage for 
the past twenty-two years to meet tlie statutory requirements by 
which the Collector-General is bound to make such allowances. Had 
the Collector-General the power to seize any property found on the 
premises, the loss of ten per cent, would be much diminished ; but 
in numerous cases where he has obtained a warrant of distress hU 
officer has been met with a ‘ bill of sale’ of tlie property, and as the 
rates are personal he is obliged to proceed in the sujierior court 
against the person of the ratepayer, who, when arrested, takes tlie 
benefit of tlie Act and thus gets rid of tlie liability. The following 
figures will show that the collection for 1872 and the amount of 
collectible arrears are fully in accordance with the expectation of 
the framers of the estimates : — 

£ f. d. 

Amount assessed for 1872 at 2s. 8d. jicr £ on 

valuation of £239,247 os. 3Ji/., . . 31,399 12 

Deduct 12J per cent- for bankruptcies, insol- 

vcucies, cost of collection and non-occupancies, 3,987 0 0 

27,912 12 8J 

Deduct amount of 1872 rate lodged to credit, . 25,508 0 0 

2.404 12 8i 

Deduct amount assessed on water main disputed, 996 0 0 

Add amount on revised value of mains on apjwal, 631 0 0 

1,408 12 84 

£2,039 13 8J 

“ The difficulty found in estimating im amount for collectible 
arrears within one or two liundred pounds wlicre there arc so m.my 
contingcncies tliat may step in, compelled the Collector-General to 
pursue the iisuol mode of calculation in arriving at the .sum of 
£1,846, which was to assume tliat he would get a proportionate 
arrear to that collected from the 2s. 2(1 arrear of the preceding 
year 1871. 

“ I am sir, your obedient servant, 

"CiiAitLES 11. IIaslO-X, Chief Clerk. 

‘‘T. II. Atkinson, esq.. North Dublin Union." 

Y 
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M. 9, 1878, 39 73. Hand in the resolutions of the Board of the 

\f mr nn Decemhcr, 1873, and the reply of tho CoIIector- 

' Genei-al of the 16th December, 1873? [Documents 
handed in] viz : — 

“Copy of resolution of the Board of Gnardiane of the above 
Onion, dated the 10th day of December, 1873. Moved by E. D. 
Kane, es<i-, seconded by Jamas lleilly, esq. — ‘That the Collector- 
General of Bates be requested to furnish a detailed return to this 
Board showing the names and properties ou which poor-rate for the 
years ending 31st December, 1872 and 1873, ai-e uncollected.' 
Adopted. (Signed), II. J. M'Farlane, Chairman.” 

“Collector-General of Bates Office, d3, FIcot-.stroct, 
Dublin, ICth day of December, 1873. 

‘ Dkah Sin, — I am directed by the Coneotor-Gencrnl to acknow- 
ledge the receipt of your letter of the 11th instant, forwarding a 
resolution requesting him to supply certain returns of arrears for the 
information of the guardians, lie regrets ho has no means at his 
di.sposal to meet the requirements of that resolution. Ilis predeces- 
sor, on the 17tli January, 1808, expressed liis inability to comply 
with a similar request. Tlie present stall of this department being 
lass than timt of 1868, and tiie business having greatly increased, 
tlie Collector-General would find it still more dllficult to supply tho 
rclunts asked for, but the olfice books shall bo at the service of the 
gu.irdians should they doom it expedient to employ paid officers to 
make such extracts as they require. 

“ I am, dear Sir, yours truly, 

“C. H. IBislox, Chief Clerk. 

T. II- Atkinson, esq-” 

397i. Rend tlic resolution of tbc 17fcb Dticenibcr, 
1873?— (Roads.) 

“Moved by 11. D. Kane, esq., seconded by George Tickell, esq. — 
‘That tbc Collector-General of Kates having by his letter of the 
IGth inst. informed the Board that he has not suflicicut assistance 
in his office to enable him to supply the information required 
by tho resolution of the Board of the 10th instant, resolved — That 
the Collector-General of Rates be requested to apply to the Chief 
Secretary for permission to employ such additional persons in his 
office as will enable him to comply with tho resolution (jf the Board, 
and, at all events, be applicable to the rales for the year 1872, such 
as was allordod in tho report of thc'CoUcclor-Gcneral for the year 
rinling 31-st December, 1808.' Adopted. (Signed), H- J. M-Fau- 
Chairman. 

“Dated 17th December, 1873.” 

3975. Be Iciud enough to reatl the resolution of the 
Board to which reforoiice is made there? — (Reads.) 

“That the Collector-General of Kates be requested to furnish a 
detailed return to this Board, .showing the names and properties on 
whicli poor-rate for tho years ending 3Ut December, 1872 .and 1873, 
are uncoileetcd.” 

3976. Was it observed liy tlie Board that there was 
ill the report of t)ic Collector-General in 1873 a defi- 
ciency as compai'ed with the report of 1868 ? — Yes. 

3977. And did that exist to any very great extent 
as far as yon observed? -It must have when the. 
Board’s attention was called to it. 

3978. What wa-s the reply you got to that letter, in 
whicli tho Collector-General of Rates was asked to 
lijiply to the Chief Secretaiy to enable him to have 
additional assistance ? — The letter from Mr. Hanlon 
of IGth Docembor, 1873 (Reads letter already given). 
Thou the resolution of tlie 17th December was passed 
in consequence of tJiat letter, 

3979,, What I want is the letter in reply to the 
resolution of the 17th December, in which it was 
stilted he should apply to the Chief Seci'ctarv to give 
him a larger staff? — Yes ; a letter from the chief clerk 
on tho 20th December (Reads), viz, — 

“ Collector-General of Rates Office 
“ 43, Fleet-street, Dublin, 

“20tli day of December, 1878. 

‘•Dii.iii SiH, — I am directed by tlie Collector-General to acknow- 
ledge the receipt of u resolulion adopted by the guardians at their 
last meeting, aud I am to state in reply that ho will have pleasure 
iu suppl5dng them with lists of vacant lionses for 1872, similar to 
those alluded to, in the course of iioxt month without troubling 
Government for additional persons, as experience has proved tluit 
strange hands, employed temporarily, do not aBvays facilitate tho 
desired object. 

“I am, dear sir, vnurs truB', 

“ C. II. II.ixLON, Chief Clerk." 

“Thomas Alkiuson, esq," 

3980. Was tlierc any further letter from tlie 
Colloctov-Geiieral? — I find one of 23i'd January, 
1874 — (Reads). 

“Copy extract of minutes of 28th January, 1874. Letter 
from Collector-General of Kates Office, 43, Fleet-street, dated 23rd 
January, 1874, forwarding a return of vacant houses in tlie north 
city electoral division for tho year 1872, similar to that tmbUshed 
ill till’ report of 1868.” 


“ Copy extraa from minutes of 18th February,, 1874. Moved bv 

K. D. Kane, esq.; seconded by Patrick Kenny, esq ‘That on 

consideration of the ColUotor-General's letter of th? 23rd of 
January last, which has been deferred for ^ome time, and on 
reference to the oGth section of the 12 & 13 Vic., cap, 91 ctii^ 
Collection of Bates, Dublin), this Board deem it their right to have 
a true and correct account, amongst other matters of the amount of 
eaeh rate remaining uncollected in each ward or electoral diviiion 
or portion thereof, and the amount thereof supposed to be insolvent' 
and the description of tho promises, deeincil by the Colleetor- 
General to be insolvent, tugetlier with the names of the persons 
respectively rated for the same. Tho return of vacant houses sent 
h3‘ the Collector- General merely contains the names of the ownetsof 
vacant houses only, and not the amounts remitted on the several pre- 
mises therein stated, which tho Guardians are entitled to in order 
that they may be able to judge as to tbe propriety of any remis- 
sions that niaj" have been made, and thereby to form an opinion as 
to the deficit iu the coUcctiou of the year’s (1872) asscssiuent as 
they find every year the full amount of tho sum required, allowing 
124 per cent, for losses and office expenses, is never lodged to their 
credit. The gnavclians further think that the resolution forwarded 
to the Collector-General, ou tho 21st Jauuarj- last, was quits neces- 
sary, and did not merit the uncouvteous language used in the renlv 
of the 23rd January, to the Board. 

3981. Was there any reply to that? — Tliere is a 
further resolution, viz. — 

“Moved by B. D. Kane, esq., seconded by P.Kcnny.esq. — ‘Tiiatfhe 
attention of the CoUcetor General be called to' the SStli sec. of the 
12 & 13 Vic., cap. 91 (Collection of Bates, Dublin), and be be 
requested he inform the Board whether an)’ penalties have been 
impo.sed by or under that Act whose application is not otliorrvise 
provided for, andwliich should have been paid over to this union 
and tho amount thereof.’ ” 

111 reply tliere is a 

“LctterfromC.il. Hanlon, esq., Chief Clerk Collector-Geceril 
of Kates Office, 43, Fleet-street, dated 24th Febmaiy, 1874, 
acknowledging receipt of Clerk of Union’s letter of 19th instant, to 
the Collector-General of Bates, accompanying copies of two resolu- 
tions of the Guardians of the previous date, and stating that if the 
lists already furnished be returned the gross amount remitted in 
each case will be inserted, and adding tiiat no penalties of any kind 
have ever been incurred under the Collection of Rates Act. Tiie 
Collector-General expresses his regret that the Board should eoii- 
sidor the tone of Iris letter of the 23rd nit., discourteous, lie did not 
intend to be discourteous to the Board, nor does he think he was so." 

“ Letter from C. II. Hanlon, esq., Collectov.-General of Kates 
Office, 43, Fleet-street, dated 20tli March, 1874, forwarding returns 
of unoccupicil iiouses in the Xorth City Electoral Division, tins 
amount remitted iu each case having been inserted as requested.” 

3982. Have you any other correspondence of this 
character between the Collector-General and the 
Guardians that you would like to hand in ? — There is 
a resolution of the Board of the 29th November, 1876. 
[Reads.] 

“Moved by John I’Vhito, esq., seconded by John Burke, esq.— 
‘That sve perceive from tho clerk’s estimate of Bate for the Korlh 
City Electoral Divi.siou for tho year 1877, that he proposes an 
additional 2fi. in the £ on the Division, and in reference tiicreto 
avc find tliat the Collecfor-Gciieral proposes to give only iIG.OOO trat 
of £13,409 to be collected, leaving a Uihinco of £7,400 unaccounted 
for, and we reque.st tbe Collector-General to explain the cause of 
£7,400 being uncollected at tho close of the year, and to give tbe 
names of tho parties who owe the above sum of £7,400.’ 

“James Bich.ly, r.c., in the chair." 

3983. Was there any reply t^that? — 

“Letter from Mr. Taaffc, Chief Clerk, ColUotor-Gonevars 
Office, 43, Fleet-street, dated 5th December, 1S7G, aoknowicdgiuj 
receipt of Cleric of Union’s letter of 30th ulto., eiicliaing 
copy of resolution passed by tho Guardians at tlieir ia.st niect- 
iiig and stating in reply tliat the Collector-General cannot 
understand how they have arri\-ed at the conclusion that sndi a 
sum os £7,400 w’ould be outstanding, .md to ask their attention to 
tho subjoined return whicli will enable them to form a more correct 
opinion on tlic subject. It would be utterly impossible tliat tlie 
Collector -General could furnish the Guardians with such a list as 
they ask for, unless he were to withdraw tlie Collootors from 
their duties; but he will have pleasure in exhibiting to any mem- 
ber of the Board the lists which they will prepare at the close of 
year for his information.” 

“ State of collection up to 23th Kov., 187G : — 

£ 

“ Gross ns.sossinent for the year 1S7G, . 25,292 

“ E.stimatod amount of collectible arrears, . 3,000 

£28,802 
£ s. d. 

“ 124 per cent, on assc.ssmont for 1876, . 3,161 10 0 

“2-4 per cent, on collectible arrears, . . 89 10 0 

“ Amount lodged to credit up to 25th Nov., . 15,702 5 11 

“ Estimated amount of lodgments prior to 1st 
Januari-, ..... 6,000 0 0 

“ Balance, ..... 3,988 14 1 


£28,802 0 0 
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3984. Is thei'e anytliing more recent tlian tllat 1 — 
[Reads.] 

M Qgpy cxtiaot from mimites of proceedings on 2nd Fobninry 
,gjj_Lctter from C. ‘W’. Hanlon, esq., for tbe Cliief Cleric, 
Collector-General of Kates OfSce, 43, Fleet-street, dated 26tli 
Tpnuary 1877, acknowledging receipt of Clerk of Union’s letter of 
25th instant, and stating tiiat it is impossible to comply with the 
request coplained therein, as the collectors have not yet completed 
the arrear sheets. 

“The Collector-General to be informed that this Board cannot 
understand why there should he so much more delay this year than 
usual in furnishing the probable amount of arrears collectible. 

“Copy extract of minutes of proceedings on I4th Fehruarj-, 
1877. Letter from M. P. Taaffe, esq.. Chief Clerk, Colloct'or- 
Geueral of Rates Office, 43, I'leot-street, dated 14th February, 
1877 statin"' that the collectible arrears of ‘poor rate' may be sot 
down at aIiOO.” 

“Letter from M. P. Taaffe, esq., Chief Clerk, Collector- 
General of Kates Office, 43, Ileot-sfrcet, dated 14tU February, 
1877 transmitting copies of the bill for tlic amendment of the Act 
to provide for the Collection of^Rates in the City of Onblin, as 
approved by the Select Committee appointed to consider its pro- 


3985. Was there anytliiug later th<an that ? — 
[Reads.] 

“At a meeting held by the Board of Guardians on the 13th 
•Tune, 1877, it rvas ordered— ‘That the Collectov-Geiieral's aften- 
lion bo called to the state of the finance of the Union ■with a view 
to liis calling on his collectors to use more exertion to get in the 


“ Letter from Co’lecter -General of Rates, dated 19th June, 1877, Feb. 9, 1878. 

acknowledging receipt of Clerk of Union’s letter of 13th lust., 

drawing his attention to the state of tbe finance of the Union, Mr. Atkinson, 
stating in reply that the collection for the twenty-four ■weeks of 
tire current year ended this day, shows an improvement of over 
£100 on tliat of last year, and that the collection for the year will 
be as good as could be reasonably expected, considering the 
difficulties with which he had to contend, and stating tbo collectors’ 
time was taken up for a considerable time attending to two con- 
tested elections in Mountjoy Ward, and adding that he has fre- 
quently obseJ'ved that comparison between the collections in tbe 
city and the rural districts must be valueless except for the purpose 
of showing the absolute necessity for assimilating the powers of Uie 
officers ong.nged in it, to those possessed by the rural collectors and 
by the city collectors iirior to tlie passing of the Cdlicotion of Kates 
Act. 

“20tli June, 1877 — Moved by J. Kennedy, esq. ; seconded by 
John Whyte, esq- — ‘That the North Dublin Board of Guardians' 
urge on the Government the necessity of passing with as little 
delay as possible the Bill before I’arliament to facilitate the Collec- 
tion of Kates in Dublin ; that a copy of this resolution be sent to 
the city members requesting their support.’ Adopted.” 

3986. Is there anytliing later than that '? — :I have a 
returnheretJiat shows the arrears for the years 1876-7 ; 

I gave one already down to 1875. 

3987. What is the per-centage of the deficiency of 
those two years taken in the same way as you have 
■taken the others ? — I have not struck a i>er-ceutage 
for those two years. 

3988. Hand in the return and we will he able to do 
it ourselves ?— -[Uetum handed in] viz : — 


Return showing the Arrears for the Yeans 1870-77. 



Dated tMs Sth day of NoTomber, IS77. To””® Atkiksok, Clerk of Utdoii. 


3989. Thei'c are some general questions we would 
like to ask about the collection of rates. What per- 
centage are the rural collectors paid now ? — At present 
they are paid a shilling in the pound. 

3990. And is that the same all through the districts 
they have to collect] — Yes, 

3991. Is there much deficiency in the collection in 
the rural districts of the North Dublin Union? — In 
some of them none; but in the suburban districts there 
is about one-eighth per cent. 

3992. Are the houses that are situate in those sub- 
urban disti'icts — all of them — in the occupation of 
good tenants, or some of them humble pkees ? — Gene- 
rally speaking, they are a good class of tenants. 

3993. In the case of the collection there your col- 
lectors have the power of distraining the goods of any 
person found on the premises ? — They have ; they never 
do so. It is never necessary for them to do it They 
can, under theii- own •warrant, distrain if they would 
do it. They geiiei-ally serve a six-day notice and pro- 
ceed by civil bill process. 

3994. Have not they also the powei- of coming on 
any subsequent occupier of a house for rates due for a 
period of two years before ? — They have. 

3995. Do they often find it necessary to have re- 
course to that power -where an occupier runs away and 
anotlier comes in ? — Well, no ; in consequence of the 
arrears being so very tiifling in the rural divisions. 

3996. How are the collector-general’s accounts 
closed at the- end of each yeai- ? — He sends a statement 
of Ids accounts for tlie yeai- — a printed statement. 

3997. Is that tlie same statement which we find in 
those printed reports? — Yes. 


3998. And you get no further inforaiation than what 
the public get in those printed reports ? — We do not. 

3999. Where the rates are collected in the rural 
districts, as the law now stands, they are not charged 
upon liouses that sue vacant? — When the rate is 
made, if a house is mai'ked vacant, there is no rate 
paid till an oecupiei' comes in. 

4000. But even if a house be in occupation when 
the rate is stmek, and in the couise of the year be- 
comes vacant, is not theie a deduction made for the 
time it is vacant ? — No ; because the collector is hound, 
if the house is occupied at the time the rate is ma<le to 
receive the whole rate. 

4001. How is it that the collector is satisfied of the 
vacancy of a house — is it by pei-sonal inspection or by 
a dcckration ? — A declaration is made by the owner or 
his agent stating the time it is unoccupied, and the 
collector takes the rates for the period that tlie house 
is occupied. 

4002. Are those eases covered by the deficiency of 
one-eiglitli per cent. ? — Yes. 

4003. Tliat includes the deficiency arising from 
vacancies ? — It does. 

4004. So that it would seem there are very few 
vacant houses in those districts? — Yes. The collec- 
tors are very active. 

4005. Do the accounts kept show clearly on the 
face of them the houses in respect of which rates are 
remitted by reivsoii of vacancy? — The electoral division, 
accoimt show how much is struck off by reason of re- 
missions for non-occupancy. 

4006. Who strikes that off? — The collectors supply 
me with the declarations. I go over them and see 

Y2 
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that they are all right. Then I submit them to the 
Board and the Board strike off the amount. 

4007. Do you vouch the declarations yourself by 
going to the houses to see if tliey are vacant? — I do 
not ; I take the collector’s statement and also the 
declaration. 

4008. I suppose it occasionally happens that the 
amount cannot be recovered at all by reason of insol- 
vency or something of that sort in the suburban 
districts 1 — Very few cases occur. 

4009. Does it ever happen that you write off a debt 
as a bad one that has not been recovered ? — When the 
collector is closing up liis accounts for the year we 
strike it off, if iirecoverable. 

4010. Tell us the process you go through to ascei-tain 
whether it is recoverable or not — wliat evidence you 
require from the collector? — We only strike off rates 
on unoccupied premises and on the declarations. Any 
other arrear is carried forward to the next year’s rates. 

4011. Do I understand then that in the rural distiicts 
there are never any rates that are struck off your books 
altogether, and that disappear from them, except in the 
case of unoccupied premises and where there are decla- 
rations made? — Unoccupied promises and where tlio 
declarations have been made. 

4012. Then it practically comes to this that there 
are no bad debts? — No. 

4013. They are ahvays recovered some time or 
other? — Always recovei-ed some time or other and 
brought forward in the rate-books as an arrear. 

4014. Does the Board pass any resolution after you 
have examined those declarations as to striking them off? 
— It must be done by a resolution of the Board and 
inserted on the minutes. 

4015. Then I suppose when it comes before the 
auditor he does not inquire into that at all, but accepts 
the resolution of the Board as final? — He accepts the 
resolution of the Board as final, 

4016. Have you any knowledge at all of the loss in 
the collection of poor-rates in tlie Belfast and Cork 
Unions? — I have. I put myself in communication 
witli the clerk of the Belfast Union, and tlie clerk of 
the Cork Union, and T produce theii' lettera. The 
clerk of the Belfast Union states the amount of arreai-s 
irrecoverable for the last rate made in the Borough of 
Belfast would amount to about three and a lialf per 
cent. The clerk of the Cork Union states that it is a 
decimal over three per cent, in that Union. There 
are two rate.s made in the year in Cork. He says the 
per-centage of rates struck off yearly as irrecoverable is 
about three and a decimal. 

4017. Do you happen to know whether the three 
in the one case and three and a half in the other covera 
unoccupied houses ? — t believe so. 

4018. Have you yourself, in your capacity of clerk 
of the North Dublin Union, given your attention to 
the mode at present existing of collecting rates in the 
city of Dublin, and any cbajiges that might be made 
in it ? — T think it is a bad principle changing the col- 
lectors to other wards ; because when a man begins to 
know his ward he is changed, and in all probability 
persons escape tlie rates. 

4019. So as far as you understand the matter you 
would be in favour of keeinug the collectors in the 
same wards year after year? — Most decidedly. 

4020. In the case of the rural districts is that the 
course followed? — It is. 

4021. Is there never any change made? — Never 
any change, except for misconduct. 

4022. What is done in the case of misconduct? — 
Of course the collector is dismissed. 

4023. You do not change him to another ward if 
he misconducts himself? — No. 

4024. And as long as he conducts himself properly 
he is allowed to work on in the same district in which 
he is put at first? — Yes. 

4025. Do you think that the powers the Collector- 
General of rates has got in Dublin to levy rates are 
sufficient? — There is one section of the Act that I think 
is not put in force in the city, i.e., where the rates are 


not paid on tenement houses, that the Collector-Genenl 
does not look after the occupiers. 

4026. That is the section which enacts that where 
the immediate lessor is rated, and where the rates are 
primarily recoverable from the immediate lessor he 
may proceed against the persons in occupation, who 
will have a right then to deduct the rates from tli„ 
rent?— Yes. 

4027. Have you known any instance in which it has 
not been put in force and loss has arisen? — I heaid of 
a case in the South Union in which they never '^ot the 
rates from the immediate lessor, but ultimately they 
proceeded against the tenants, and when the landlord 
found their goods were going to be taken away he 
immediately paid the rates. 

4028. "V^ere was tliat? — In the South Union. 

4029. In what place? — Iiishtown or Eingsend. 

4030. Mr. Brooks. — W as that a rural district? 

A rural distinct, but the immediate lessor was rated. 

4031. Chaibjias. — B ut are there not a vast n”mber 

of houses let in tenements in the way you describe in 
wliich the occupiei-s of the tenements have actually no 
furniture or means tliat could he laid hold of for the 
pui-pose of paying the rates at all ? — There are certainly, 
in very poor localities. ' 

4032. Is that case you mentioned the only one ot 
which you have knowledge ? — It is the only case I 
have any knowledge of. 

4033. Do you think it would be a desirable thin® 
to assimilate in Dublin the powere which the Collector°- 
General of Rates has to the powers tliat youi- collectors 
have got in the rural districts of coming down upon 
the premises any time within two years after a rate is 
struck, for instance ? — I do not see any objection to 
it. 

4034. Do not you think it would result in a more 
efficient collection of the rates ? — Certainly I do. 

4035. And does it occur to you that in all those 
rates which remaiir uncollected, and of yvhich them 
liave been so many complaints from the guardians 
it LS by reason of the Collector-General not having 
that powet^ or some similar power, by which the pre- 
mises could be made liable in cases of tenants running 
away or being paupera?— I have known some cases 
where the tenants were not followed nor summoned. 

4036. But at tlie same time there is no doubt that 
if those powers were given to the Collector-General 
the collection of the rates would be more efficient?— 
Oh, decidedly. 

4037. And a larger amount would be obtained?— 
Yes. 

4038. Mr. Brooks. — I n those cases of tenants not 
being followed, would Mr. Atkinson say whether lie 
called the attention of the Collector-General or tlie 
collectora to them ? 

4039. Chairman. — D id you call the attention of the 
Collector-General or the collectors to them ?— No ; it 
was before I became connected with the Nortli Dublin 
Union. 

4040. You had no official position at the time?— 
No. 

4041. Mr. Brooks. — T hat was before the present 

Collector-General was appointed? Ites. 

4042. Chairman. — H. ave not you in your depart- 
ment something to do with the lists that are made out 
for the franchise ?— Yes. We make them out for the 
county. 

4043. Have the officers of the Collector-General of 
Rates anything to do with tliat? — No. 

4044. But they have, however, something to do 

with the election of Poor-law Guardians ? They hare 

when a contested election occurs. 

4045. Is that the only way in which you come in 
contact rvith the Collector-General of Rates’ office in 
the North Dublin Union ? — That is all. 

4046. Beyond the mere collection of rates, you have 
nothing to do with him in connexion with the fran- 
chise or voting except in the case of Poor-law Guar- 
dians ? — That is all. 

4047. Have they anything to do with making out 
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, list of electors of the Poor-law Guardians ?— When 
the returning officer makes out his list they have to go 
over them to see what rates are due. 

4018. Tlie collectors have to go over theinl — Ihe 
llectoi-s have to go over the list of occupiers. 

4019- Do they do that before the election takes 

^'^40^ And do they make remarks on his list'? — 
Thev mark those by whom rates are due. 

4051. And in addition h.ave not they to attend dur- 
• {.]ie election 1 — During the time of the scrutiny of 


the votes. 

4052. And what is their duty duiing the scrutiny 1 — 
To answer any questions put by the Returning Officer. 

4053. What qu^tionsl — As to the payment of 
rates chiefly and as to the occupiei-s ; because the 
Collector-General has power to change the name of the 
occupier at any time. 

4054. And do they get a small sum of money for 
doing that 1 — I think tliey are allowed 10s. Qd. a day. 

4(.to5. How do they discharge the duties they have 
to do in connexion \vith those elections'? — I believe 
remarkably well. 

4056. Have you heai-d any complamts from the 
Eeturning Officers who presided at those elections? — 
Never. . 

4057- Or from the candidates at those elections ? — 

I have on the contrary heard everything favourable. 

4058. And can you say as regards those duties that 
fclie opinion of the elected members of tlie Board wbo 
liiive to undergo contests from time to time is in fa- 
xoiir of the way tlie collectors discharge them'? — Yes. 

4059. Do you know anything at all about the Par- 
Uanieutary revision? — No ; not at present. 

4060. Or for many years past? — Not for thirteen 
or fom-teen years past. 

4061. Therefore your statement is confined entirely 
to the elections of Poor-law Guardians? — Entii-ely. 

4062. Now, are there any other suggestions that 
you yourself could make, or diat you have heard made 
ny your Board as to any change in the Collector-Ge- 
neral of Rates’ office, either in the management of it, 
or the law under which it acts? — Speaking to persons 
outside, we think that the accounts of the Collector- 
General ought to be audited by a Local Government 
Board Auditor. 

4003. Do you know anydibing at all yourself of the 
mode of audit that exists at the pi-esent time? — No, 
except to hear that the accounts merely como before 
the Receiver Master, and are signed. 

4064. Tell us the pi-ocess of auditing your accounts 
by the Local Government Board Auditor ? — 

4065. Mr. Beooks. — B efore answering that, are you 
prepared to recommend the publication of the list of 
defaulting ratepayers ? 

4066. CitAiEiiAH. — I see in the resolutions which 
the Board of Guardians sent from time to time to tlie 
Collector-General of Rates, they repeatedly ask for the 
names of the persons that had not paid ^e rates in a 
certain year ; and as a general rule, they were not able 
to get those names — do you think would your Board, 
or you yourself, as clerk of the union, and knowing 
something about tbe matter, recommend the publica- 
tion at tbe end of the year of the names of persons who 
bad not paid for that year ? — Most decidedly ; it would 
have a salutary effect. 

4067. Do you know what the object of your Board 
was in so frequently pressing for the names of the 
persons'? — In order to bring pressure to bear on them 
ill case they knew anything of the parties. 

4068. Do you think it was thought if they bad a 
return of tbe names that it would have resulted 
in the collection of the rates being more efficient ? — 
I think so. 

4069. And that was the reason wliy they called 
upon the Collector-General to give those returns from 
time to time? — That was one of the reasons. 

4070. Mr. Bkooks. — D o not you think also that it 
should be an open publication, not confined to the 
Board 1 


4071. CiiAiEMAK. — Published in the annual reports 
for instance?— I think it should be done. 

4072. Mr. Brooks. — And are you prepared to re- 
commend the adoption of such a course? — I am. 

4073. Chairmax. — A t tlie present time there is a 
publication of the pereons described as insolvent. Now 
would there be any objection to publishing in the ap- 
pendix the names of the people from whom rates are not 
collected ? — I think their names should be given. 

4074- Now I will ask you about tlie audit. I want 
you to tell us the process of audit, as Mr. Finlay, or 
one of the Local Government Board Auditors conducts 
it? — The ledger is left before him with the various 
accounts opened in it, commencing witli the treasurer’s 
accouirt and the subsidiary accounts, and he checks the 
ledger with the bank pass book. He must have a 
voucher produced for every item that is expended and 
also an order of the Board for the expenditure. 

4075. In auditing your accounts, does he go through 
them item by item? — Yes. 

4076. And suppose thei'c is a bulk sum representing 
an-eai-s £5,000 or £6,000, does lie clieok tliat item by 
item ? — The aiTcar.s are carried forward from one year 
to another in the rate-books. 

4077. Does he not vouch it in any way? — He sees 
by tbe abstract of accounts the sum brought for- 
ward as aiTear-s, The rate-books have to be signed by 
tbe Guardians and countersigned by the clerk. 

4078. How long does it take the auditor to audit 
the account of the North Dublin Union? — Seven or 
eight days. 

4079. And where is the audit conducted? — At the 
Board-room of the Workhouse. 

4080. I suppose five or six hours each day ? — From 


Felp. 9, 1878. 
Mr. Atkinson. 


ten to four. 

4081. And you tliiuk that an audit of that character 
under a Government auditor who would attend at the 
place with all the books around him, would be better 
tlian the form of audit before the Receiver Master? — 
I tliink so. 

4082. Mr. Brooks. — The Chaii-man, asked you, Mr. 
Atkinson, if the great difference in the collection of 
rates in the rural and the- urban districts was not 
attributable in some respects to the less frequent non- 
occupancy in the rural districts ; to which, as I under- 
stood your answer, you replied — “ The collectors were 
very active.” Are we to undei-stand that the arrears 
in Dublin are due to any extent to want of proper 
activity on the pai-t of any of the collectors in the 
Collector-Generers Department? — I did not mean to 
impute any such thing to the collectoi’S in the city. 

4083. Do not you think that that is tlie only in- 
ference that could be drawn from the answer ? — I think 
the collectoi-s in the city are very active men as far as 


I know. 

4084. Do I understand then tliat you do notattribute 
any loss to any want of activity on the part of our 
urban collectors ? — I do not. 

4085. Tbe rates in tbe county are largely collected 
from persons engaged in agi'iculture? — In some of the 
divisions they are chiefly agiiculturalists. 

4086. And there is power to levy distress there that 
does not exist within the municipal district? — Oh yes 
there is. 

4087. Chairman. — In reference to tliat question 
you were asked by Mr. Brooks about the activity of 
the collectors in the city. I want to know from you. 
Mr. Atkinson, do you consider from the investigation 
you have given to this matter that with the poweii 
existing as they are in the Collector-General of Rates 
Office. I do not mean possessed by the collectore 
themselves but generally in the office — if proper activ- 
ity were shown a larger amount could be collected? — 
I gave my opinion that the chan^g of collectors was a 
bad system and that therefore in consequence of the 
change some of the rates were lost. 

4088. And, therefore, I do understand you to say 
that although the collectors are individually active men 
and you do not attach any blame to them, still, 
without a change in the powers, a larger amount of 
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9, 1 ST 8 ; rates would be Collected? — I consider so, if the col- 
■ir 'uiiiiisofl lectors were not changed. 

4089. Could any other steps be taken, even with 
the powers that there are, that would insure the col- 
lection of a larger amount of rates ? For instance, ac 
cording to Mr. Mooney’s statement, they do not begin 
to enforce rates in courts of law before the mouth of 
September or tlie month of August in the year fol- 
loaving the year in which the rate is payable. Do not. 
you think that if steps were taken eai-Iier in the courts 
of law a lai-ger amount would be recovered 1 — Deci- 
dedly ; and I think that taking the rates in four in- 
stalments is a bad principle too. If tliere 'were only 
two instalments, and the first made payable before the 
1st July, it would enable the collectors to look for the 
second immediately after- the 1st July, and they would 
have time before the end of the year to see who were 
the defaulters. 

4090. Yes; but tire first is payable on the 1st 
January ; the second, 1st Api-D ; the third on the 1st 
July ; and so on, so that, in reality, the rates are 
payable now at an earlier period tlian you would 
make them payable 1 — But they are not got in. 

4091. But that does not arise from any deficiency- 
in the way of striking the rate, but becau.se they do 


not take active steps sooner? — ^A gi-eat deal of tj, 
time of the collectors is taken up serving notici;^ 
which, I consider, ought to be quite unneceSary 

4092. When you collect rates in the suburban dis- 
tncts is tliere anytliing eon-esponding to those notices ( 
— Well, the collector does it for liis own con 
venience. 

4093. But is tliere no legal obligation? There 

not. ' ■ 

4094. He does not do it in the case of a man whom 
he knows will pay the i-ates ? — Quite so. Some of 
them will pay on demand. 

4095. A great number of your guardians are ac 

qnaiuted with various parts of the city ? Y^. 

4090. And one good i-esult that would follow from 
publishing the names in the report, so that the g„a 2 .. 
dians could see tliem, is that tlie collectors would 
probably get a gi-eat deal of information from the 
guardians connected with the different districts in tlr^ 
city? — Quite so. 

4097. lufoi-mation of the means of le-vying from par- 
ticulai- defaulters ? — TJudoubtedly. There mio-ht te 
parties evading payment, and the ^ardians would he 
able to give the collectoi-s information about it. 

The inquii-y was then adjourned to Monday- next. 


Eighth Day. — Monday, Eebruaey 11, 1878. 

Present Hugh Holmes, Esq,, q.c. (Cliaii-man) ; Maurice Brooks, Esq., m.p. ; and Alfred J 
Phipps, E.sq.; together with Thomas Browning, Esq., Secretaiy. 


Mr. Moylan examined. 


4098. Chair.uan. — B efore we proceed to take any 
evidence te-day I think it right to ask Mr. Moylan if 
any of the i-etiirns we requested him to prepare for us 
have been yet prepared for we have not received them. 
The first we asked for was a return of the amount of 
money paid by the public into the office at Fleet-street 
on account of rates in the years 1876 and 1877. We 
have received an approximate return of tliis. Wc ;dso 
want the list of taxes collected and the statutes under 
which they have been imposed. That is not a very 
important thing, because I think we have it in the 
repoi-ts, but at tlic same time we would like to have it 
made out and formally sent in. It has not been done 
up to the present time. 

Mr. Taqffe . — A great number of the returns arc 
ready to be sent in. 

4099. CnAiaiiAN. — Is this rctum i-eady ? It is 

ready. 

Mr. Median . — I liave four additional hands worldnc' 
at them. ” 

4100. OiiAiRjiAN. — If the first return is ready we 
can have it to-morrow ? 

Mr. Tactfe. — Certainly. It has only to be signed 

by the Collector-General, 

4101. Chairman. — The list of taxes collected and the 
statutes under which they are imposed — that return is 
ready, too? — Yes. 

The return made by the collectors in respect of 
arrears for 1876. This we have got. Then tho return 
of the number of vacant houses in the years from 1870 
to 1876, both inclusive, showing the amount of rates 
remitted on that account. We have been told it would 
be impossible to give us an accurate account as to that, 
but an approximate return ^vill be given. 

Mr. Taafe.—l told yon I would give you a return 
for 1876 and 1877. As soon as the arrear lists are 
made out you will liave it. 

4102. But you told us though you could not give 
us an accurate return you would give us an aj) 2 )roxi- 
mate i-etura for previous years ? — The Collector- 
Gonoral said so, but he now thinks it impossible to do it. 

CoUector-Geneyal — On looking into the collcctoi-s’ 
books I think it is utterly impossible. 

4103. CiiAiRjfAN.— Mr. Moylan, you say that on 


looking into tlie colloctoi-s’ books you have come to tlie 
conclusion that it would be utterly impossible to give 
any return^ prior to tlie year 1876— is tJiat so?— For 
1876 we will be able to give it, 

4104. Mr. Taaffe tells us he rvill be able to give a 

return for 1876 and 1877, but is it ijossible to give 
ibie think it is quite imposs- 

4105. Why? Is it that the vacant houses do not 
apqieav in the books at all? — The way the books are 
kept you cannot make anything of them, 

4106. Tell us, how will you make out these returns 
for the years 1876 and IS77 ?— They are recent ones, 

4107. ButwiU not you make out this return bv 
gomg through tlie books and the remission sheets for 
those two years ?— Yes, and the collectors’ books, too. 

4108. Woulditbe impossible to do anything similar 
to that jiriorto 1876 ? — I think impossible. 

4109. Could yon do it for the yearl875 forinstance? 
— I fear not. 

4110. r want to have it distinctly taken dmvn; 
iqi to the present you had not told us it was abso- 
lutely impossible to furnish a return for the years 
previous to 1876 ?— I Iiarl not looked into it. 

^111. I do not find fault with you for chauging 
your opinion ^ter looking into tlie books, but we must 
have it distinctly ascertairied. Now, we are to 
understand with reference to tie return of vacant 
houses, we can only have it for 1876 and 1877 ?— Yes. 

Mr. Phipps. — I think it would be desirable to 
obtam the information for 1875, as wo see by the 

reports that the 1875 collection was ojien in 1877 

that is, during 1875, 1876, and 1877.- It extended 
over tile three yeai-s. 

Mr. Taaffe. — There would be great difficulty, there 
have been such a number of changes during that 
period. At present there are only two out of ten 
collectoi-s who were on tlic staff in 1870. They have 
all been changed— two of them are dead, and two or 
three superannuated, over whom the Collector-General 
lias no control. 

4112, Is the information tJiat we require in the de- 
partment at all ? — I do not. think an accurate figure, 
could be given for the year 1875. • 
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CHAiaUAS. Of course a return of that kind based 

OE n-uess-'vork would be of uo advantage. Wo want a 
letum of the amount remitted on account of insolTcn- 
cics for the years 1870 to 1877 inclusive. 

3lr, Taa^e . — ^As far as 1876 and 1877 are concerned 
you shall have that, but I think the same answer 
liready given applies to the prior years. 

4113. Do you agree Mr. Moylan that prior to 
the year 1876 yo\i could not give us any i-eturn of the 
amount of' insolvencies remitted in each year? 

Gollector-Generd. — Quite so. 

41W. Is it as Mr. Phipps said, as to the last return, 
matei-ials did not exist for such a return ? — There is 
the return that Mr. Peiry made out for 1875 and 
1876, but I doubt its accuracy, I confess. 

•1115. Chairitax. — Y ou m\ist understand that any 
returns you hand to us you must be responsible for 
youi'self ? — I could not be responsible for it. . 

•1116. We cannot take a return which is made out 
by guess-work ? — Ho is a very intelligent officer, and 
lie iiad the collectors with him making it out. 

Mr. Taafe.—Tha figui-es were supplied by the 
collectors. 

CiiAiRMAX.-^If you will take my advice you will 
not furnish a return you cannot vouch for yourself. 

I'lr. Taaffe . — What Mr. Perry did was to put on a 
sheet of paper the figures supplied by the collectors, 
mul which he liad no means of checking. 

4117. CitAiKMAN.— The next return we ask for is of 
til'.- 8i\rae character as those going before? — I undertook 
from the beginning to supply the return for 1876 and 


Tiiat is entirely in our memory, and it is only 
because the Collector-General told us that he would be 
able to give us an approximate return for the eai'lier . 
time that we asked for it. 

Cdkctor-Gmercd . — When I looked into it I saw it 
could not be given. 

-ills. CuAiEMAX. — ^The next is a retrrm of. the re 
missions and exemptions . for the same period. I 
suppose the same observation applies to that? — Yes. 

‘1119. We asked for a return of remissions and 
exemptions worked out from the office books from 
die year 1870 to the present year. Are you able to 
give a return of that kind ? — No. 

•1120. Does that arise from the fact that you are 
not able to show the vacant houses and remissions, 
and tliat you are unable to show what are arrears and 
what are not? — Isupposo Mr. Taaffe does the remission 
shoots. 

•1131. This is a thing which you cannot very well 
turn the responsibility upon Mr. Ta.affe for, because 
these returns are returns whicli ought, properly speak- 
ing, to come from the head of the office, and we do not 
want to press you to make a return which will not be 
accurate? — •When they came to me I always sent them 
to Mr. Hanlon or Mr. Taaffe. 

-1132. Can you give us a return, worked out from 
the office books, of tlie aiToars from 1870 to the pre- 
sent time ? — Cei-tainly not. 

412:5. We asked for a return of the amount received 
from the waiTant officer in 1875 and 1876? — That is 
ready. 

4124. Then I suppose it will be sent in to-night? 

Mr. T(ux§c. — Cei'tainly. 

4135. The next return we want is a return of the 
amount of remuneration for the collection of rates in 
1875 and 1876? — That is ready also. 

4126. The next is a return of tlie number of rate- 
payers in each wai'd ? — That is not ready, ami I do not 
reallyseehowit canbe prepared. I can give youthennm- 
bei' of assessments in eaoli ward without any difficulty ; 
but where a man pays for five or six houses — if you 
mean tliat each individual who pays rates in a particular 
ward, and not the number of assessments in each 
Ward — I don’t see how we can give it to you. I can 
give you the number of ratings. 

4127. I think that is reasonable enough. I think 
the only thing we can ask is the number of ratings in 


each ward? — Well, I have prepared a return of them. /•». u. ists. 
You asked for that also. 

I think we can dispense with the number of rate- 
payers, because that is a matter oflittle importance. 

Mr. Phipps. — From some of the papers I find the 
number to be 49,000. 

Mr. Taaffe. — Not so many. 

4128. CiiAiEMAN. — Now, the next thing we asked 
is that you should give, so far as you could, an ex- 
planation of certain figures iu the report of 1876 — 
the discrepancy which apparently existed between the 
amount ofra^es returned under the heads of “Insolvent 
premises, uncollectible, and doubtful,” and the amount 
of that year’s assessment ? — Yes. 

4129. The next return was a return of the items of 
collection iu each ward? — That I have ready. 

4130. A return of the asse^meut for 1877; the 
amount of cash j-eceived for that assessment ; the 
amount of cash received in 1877 on the assessment of 
1876; and the amount of cash received in the same 
year- on tlie assessment of 1875. This is veiymuch 
what you will he publishing in yoiu- report for this 

year ? It is, sir. That return is almost ready, but it 

is not quite finished yet. 

4131. When do you expect it to he finished? — I 
hope to give it to you in tlie course of to-iuonx>w. 

4132. The bank books for 1877; I think we had 
some of these ? — Of course you can get them. 

Mr. Phipps. — The morning I asked for them they 
were not complete. The bank people were writing 
them up for the year. 

Mr. Taaffe. — I shall produce them at once. Wohavo 
them ready. 

4133. Chaiuhax. — The next is a statement showing 
the amount of "cash appearing in the ward ledger as 
compared with the cash appearing in the banlc account 
for eacii year from 1870 to 1876 ?— That is very nearly 

4134. And does that extend over the entire time 
from 1870 to 1876?— It docs. 

4135. And is the way that return lias been made 
out by taking from the ward ledger in each of these 
yeai-s tlie amount of payments therein? — They ai-e 
taken from the long book, where the gross collection 
for each ward is entered. Then the gross tot of tliat 
is compared with the bank book. 

4136. When is it put in? — Evciy week it is entered 
in and totted at the close of the year. 

4137. But from what you now state it is notentei-ed* 
from the ledger? — No; it is entered in from the allo- 
cation sheets. It could not be entered from the 
ledger. 

4138. In fact the ledger is sometimes not posted 
for long after tliat? — Certainly. 

41 39. And that is the nature of the return you will 
give us about that ?— Yes. 

4140. The next return we asked for is the corre- 
spondence with the Government respecting the appoint- 
ment of the wan-ant officer ? — I have that all together. 

4141. And you will send it in? — Certainly. There 
is one return you will not have to-morrow, or for 
some time, and that is a return showing the amount of 
arrears for 1876 and 1877. There are Sn-ee men work- 
ing as hard as they can making it out. 

4143. We want the return for the assessment of 
1877 ; the amount of cash received on tliat assessment; 
the amount of cash received iu 1877 upon the assess- 
ment of 1876, and iqwii the assessment of 1875? — 

That might be ready ; but that is not the return of 
which I am speaking. Tlio return of which I am 
speaking is not ready — namely, the detailed accounts 
of all the amounts outstanding on tlie 31st December 
last, showing the uncollected portions of the assess- 
rnenta for 1876 and 1877. 

4143. These are the three returns ; as to the return 
of the vacant houses frem 1870 to 1870, you told us 
you will be only able to supply them for 1876 and 
1877 ; when do you think these returns will be ready 1 
— I am afraid net for a fortnight at all events, at the 
earliest moment. 
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4144. Whom have you at it now 1 is it the staff of 
the office ? — There are three extra hands. 

4145. But you expect you will have it in a fort- 
night? — T tliinkso. Every exertion will be made. The 
staff is at the present moment short a hand. 

4146. The next thing I want to ask you a question 
about. I am not quite sure whether it was you who 
stated in your evidence or Mr Moylan himself; but I 
will just ask you whether the accounts for audit were 
sent in to Master Fitzgibbon each year — year by year 
from 1870 up to the present time? — It was Mr, Moylan 
who gave that evidence. 

4147. Mr. Moylan, do you remember that I asked 
you whether the accounts for audit were sent into 
Master Fitzgibbon in each year from the time you be- 
came Collector-General ? 

Colkcior-Generai. — Yes; all but 1877. 

4148. But do you remember that I asked you par- 
ticularly whether they were sent in year by year ? 

CoUeclor-General. — They were. 

4149. Chauiman. — S o you told us before; but I 
have got now the certificates frem the Master's office, 
and we find that so far from that being the fact, that 
the certificates upon the accountsfor 1870, 1871, 1872, 
and 1873, all bear- date the 4th December, 1874, and 
therefore I presume that these four accounts must have 
been sent in altogether some time before the end of the 
year 1874 ? — No ; there were some of them in the 
office. 

4150. Do you still think that you sent in your ac- 
counts to Master Fitzgibbon fortheyear 1870 in 1871 ; 
for the year 1871 in 1872 ; and for the year 1872 in 
1873, for that is what you told us before ? — I think I 


have in the minute-book the period at which each 
them went in. 

4151. Well we would like to have it accurate) - 
from you, for this is an important matter, whether 
the accounts for audit were sent in each year or 
whether three or four of them were sent in together k« 
late as the month of December or the latter part of tli® 
year 1874; ascertain that, please, for us; give us in 
point of fact the date of rendering each of these ac- 
counts 1 — Yes — the date of depositing them. 

4152. Exactly; the dates they were deposited for 
each year, from 1870 to the present time 1 — Yes. 

4153. For we find that the certificate for the ae 
counts of 1874 was signed on the 26th June, 1876 auj 
knowing the way in which business is done in Master 
Fitegibbon’s office, I should be very much surprised if 
the accounts were lying over for two years or a year- 
and a-half ? — I believe that they were lying there for 
a consideiable time. 

Mr. Taa^e . — One reason was that they were notseut 
in year by year. Some of the accounts were lying for 
a considerable time in Master Fitzgibbon’s office for 
this reason : that suppose the accounts for 1874 wei-e 
sentinlate in 1875, or not sent in until the beginnuia 
of 1876, the Master would refuse to go into thennmtil 
he would get the accounts of 1875, and audit the Wo 
together ; and that may account for the two certificates 
beaiing the same date. 

4154. CnAiRirAN. — However, you will be able to 
give us the date of the rendeiing of each of these ac- 
counts from your minute-book ? 

Collector-General . — I think so. 


Mr. John Ryan, Rural Rate Collector, examined. 


4155. CnAiuMAN. — Mr. Ryan, have you brought 
your books here ? — I have. 

4166. Let us see them, please? 

[Books produced.] 

4157. Are these the books of last year, Mr. Ryan ? 
— They are the books of last year. 

4158. How many books do you use in the collection 
of the rural districts? — I use six books. 

4159. And are these books sup|)lied to you -wtritten 
up in the office in tlie same way in which tliej' aa-e 
supplied to the other collectors with the names filled 

jin ?— With the names filled in. 

4160. At what season of the year do you get these 
books? — Sometimes I get them early, sometimes it 
may be a little late, in -the middle of January or the 
latter end of January. Some of the books I want 
early, and I get them as quickly as I can get them. 

4161. Tell us which of the books you get first ? — 
I ratlaer tliink it was the Doimybrook book. 

4162. Do you know at what time you got tliat book 
last year ? — I think I could be able to know that by 
looking at the payments on the Elgin-road, and that 
part of the country. It is there I go first, that is the 
book No. 2 in yom- hand, if you allow me I ^vill 
show it. 

4163. Give us an idea of what time you got that 
book (book handed to witness)? — I must have got 
that book in January, for I find a note marked there; 
that is the date. I must have got the book before 

4164. That is you must liave got it before the 17th 
of January? — Certainly. 

41C5. What is the last book you got of the books 
you collected with? — Number 3' is a book I wouldn’t 
want very soon. 

4166. When did you get it?— I would say I had 
the whole of tliem in February. 

4167. Do youknow,Mr. Ryan, is it the practice in 
the office to give the collector of the rural districts 

books when the collectoi-s of the city get theii-s? It 

is. It is absolutely necessary I should get out as 
eai'ly as j)ossible for if I don’t get out early I would 
be beat. 


4168. Why so? — The i-ural collector gets his book 
first? — He does. 

4169. Now in the case of the hooks that are hauded 
to you, you enter in yourself, I presume, the arrears 
as tlie other collector do ? — I do from my other books, 

4170. From the books you use the year before?— 
From the books I use before. The arrears and tlie 
payments are all in the books. 

4171. I obsei-ve in glancing quickly over this book 

that your arrears appear- to be very small? Tiiev 

are small. 

4172. As compared with the arreare of the town /— 
They are. 

4173. I presume the property from which you 
collect is much better ?~The police tax is generally 
paid very freely. 

4174. The amount you collect is not so much?— It 
is only 8<f. in the pound. 

4175. Let me see the book you don’t require very 
much ? — This is a book I do not get until a later 
time. That book goes on byCiumlin ; it is an agri- 
cultural district. I do not go into tlie Crumlin dis- 
trict until July or August. 

4176. I see in this book Rathfarnham ? — Yes, 
portion of Rathfarnham. 

4177. And tliis is an agricultural district? — A good 
many of the railroad cottages come into that book at 
Inehicore. You will find it there. They pay mevevv 
early.^ 

4178. Is your power witli regard to the police tax 
which you collect the same as tJiat of tlie otlier collectors 
with regard to the consolidated i-ates? — Exactly tlie 
same. 

4179. Do you consider the power sufficient to 
enable you to collect that rate ? — It would not if there 
svas an auction, and that is all. I tliink, for example 
sake, if there was an auction going on at a place and. 
I wanted to get my rates I might stand with my arms 
folded, but if I had authority to seize the property I 
would go on with greater power, and apply to the 
auctioneer to give a guarantee for tlie rate, or to pay it 
to me. 

4180. Asamatterof fact have you lost rates in the 
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nii-ftl districts by reason of tlw sham laudlord system 
that theto^'^l collectors have spoken to us of? — I would 

''^4181- It is rot a question wliether you would lose 
or not. ' Have you lost as a matter of fi.ct ?— No doubt 

it Las been lost. _ 

4182. Woiild you tell us an instance in the mral 
districts of a sham landlord, a sham immediate lessor 
such as have been mentioned in the town distriets? — 
There was a man of the name of Carey wliom I did not 
got a shilling from. His place was occupied by 
ioldiers’ wii'es. I did not get anything until he wa.s 
dispossessed of the property, and then Mr, Creagh got 
the property paid me— not what was due by Carey on it. 

4183. Was he the immediate lessor?- He was. 

4184- And rated as the immediate lessor ? — Yes, 

4185- — Wliy weren’t you able to get the rates from 

jiini? I couldn’t get at him. He had a i-oom hero 

and there, and went and collected his weekly rent. 

4186. Did you take any steps against him yourself? 
— I could not. 

4187. You never tried? — I never tried ; I couldn’t 
findwhei-e he was or anything about him. 

4188. Did you speak to the Collector-General about 
him? — I couldn’t say that I did. 

4189. You say that he was dispossessed of the pro- 
perty, and that Mr. Creagh is the immediate lessor ? — 
I think Mr, Creagh is the owner of the property al- 
together. 

4190. And is there a difficulty in getting the money 
from him? — No ; I am paid at once. 

4191. Have there been many cases in the rural dis- 
tricts in which you hai e been defeated by bills of 
sale or defeated by auctions or by persons leaving 
a place before they paid their rates. Have there been 
many instances of that kind?— Not a great number, 
for perhaps the next cccupyiug tenant would j>ay the 
rate. 

4192. Can you give us an approximate idea of what 
the per-centage is that is lost in the districts in which 
you collect. Is it as much as three ])er cent. ? — No. 

4193. Is it as much as one? — I think not more 
than one or one and a-half if ic is one. I have known 
on many occasions that I have collected every shilling 
in the north rural district. 

4194. In that case of Carey which you have men- 
tioned to us, were the rates that were payable out of 
that house written off as a bad debt ? — They were 
taken off on a declaration that Mr. Craig himself made, 
sho%ving that he was not liable for the rates. These 
\7ere small cabins — houses in which soldiers' wives 
lodged and paid a weekly rent. They did not care 
about me or anyone else. 

4195. Surely before these rates were written off the 
Collector-General must have made some inquiries from 
you about them. Did he? — Of course the declaration 
took them off. 

4196. But the declaration was simply a declaration 
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that a gentleman named Creagh wasn’t liable ; but it Feb. u, isig. 
wasn’t Mr, Creagh was liable but Mr. Carey. p” 

4197. And was no inquiry made by the Collector- ^ 
General before he relieved Mr. Carey from liability to 
these rates ? — We did not relieve Mr. Carey ; he is 

not relieved if we could get them. That declaration 
would’nt relieve lilr. Carey. It will relieve Mr. Creagh 
so far as he goes. It can’t relieve Cai'ey. 

4198. Does it still :ip[ii'ar iii vuiir book as ari’ears? 

—Yes. 

4199. And you liaxe brought it foi-ward in this 
book ? — Yes. 

4200. So they are not writlen off? — No ; certainly 
not. 

4201. You have told us that you think the loss in 
your district on collection is not much more than one 
per cent. ? — I would say about that. 

4202. Could you say the amount which you collected 
each year. For instance, last year. What was the 
amount of the assessment last year ? — I didn’t take any 
notice about that. I look at the books, and collect tlie 
rates frera tliem. 

4203. Did you take notice of this. Do you know 
what per-centage you got on the collection ? — Yes. 

4204. How much do you get? — Seveiipence in the 
pound. 

4205. Do you know how much you got by that last 
year 1 — I couldn’t tell you that year. 

4206. The year before ? — Nor the year- before. I 
never minded it. 

4207. You don’t know what your income was in 
these yeai-s? — I could not tell you. I never could. It 
was made up by tlie week, and I signed it and took it. 

I collect tlie water-rate where it is not a township. If 
you go to tlie Cabva part of the book you will see the 
water-iate. 

4208. Is this a water-rate? — It is a water-rate on 
the valuation of the house. 'I’he red ink is a water- 
rate. It is Is. 3c7. in the pound, charged in the same 
way. You will find it in Cabra, which is where I 
chiefiy collect it. 

4209. Where is Cody’s-lane? — It adjoins the Dodder 
River. It comes up along to where the Botanic Gar- 
dens are. 

4210. I.s the assessment there on land or houses ? — 

It is a whole lot of small cabins that are there. 

4211. I see there are arrear.s? — They belong to a 
man named Killeen, who lives in Kilkenny. I got 
three ye.ai-s of them. Only I managed to get reiind 
the pei-son that eollects the rents, and got another to 
speak to him, 1 don’t think I would have got them at all. 

4212. Mr. Killeen, who lives in Kilkenny, is, I 
suppose, a substantial man? — He may be a substantial 
man, but wc couldn’t get him here. 

4213. He has twenty or thirty cabins, the rates on 
which are considerable. Wouldn’t it be worth while 
to follow him to Kilkenny? — About £l 8.7. 6d. is the 
entire, and if we had to do that I suppose it would 
cost thirty shillings. 


Mr. Henry Robert Perry re-exammed. 


4214. Chairman. — You have suggested to us that 
you want to say something about the mode of alloca- 
tion — that is, the allocation of the money to the 
various pmblic boards. We will be very glad to hear 
any suggestion on that matter ? — I think the allocation 
should not be made at all as frequently as it is. 

4215. We have been taking evidence with regard to 
tlie frequency of the allocation, and some questions 
were asked on that subject by Mr. Phipps? — I think 
if the allocation was made once a quarter it would be 
quite sufficient. 

4216. One result would be to give you a eevtain 
time in the office ? — It would ; aud tlie collector’s pay- 
sheets could be properly checked before the money was 
absolutely allocated, for it ha|5pens now if a payment, 
say for water rate, is put into a wrong column in a 
pay-sheet, it is wrongly allocated, goes to the wrong 


Boaixl, and has to be transferred when the pay-slieet is 
checked and the mistake is found out. 

4217. Mr. Phipps. — What suggestion would ymi 
make to supply the Boai-ds for that time? — I would 
)iay them on account. 

4218. Do you see no difficulty in making an alloca- 
tion of large sums of money on account '? — I do not. 

4219. Do you think the Boards would be satisfied 
witli that ammgcnient ? — 1 am (piito sure tliey would. 
I think it would be the same to them if they got 
say £1,000 a month instSad of £250 a week. 

4220. You would reseri'e a small sum to cover 
clerical errora? — I would. 

4221. Chairman. — Is it every week the allocation 
is made ? — It is. 

4222. What time is occupied in making the alloca- 
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tion, aiid Eow many dorks are employed in doing itl 
— It usually takes one clerk fo\u- days. 

422;5. Each week ? — Yes. Then at that time the 
pay-sheets are not always projierly checked, and from 
time to time we have to make transfers from one 
account to another, w hereas if time was gh'en to have 
the pay-sheets checked and the allocations made once a 
quarter, these errors would not occur. 

4224. Suppose instead of once a we<;k it was done 
once a quarter, how long ^s•uuld the allocation occupy 
at the end of each (piartor? — It would take three or 
four days. It would not take much longer to allocate 
a sum of £1,000 than it would to allocate a sum of 
£500. The tables give the amount of each rate that 
would be allocated. 

4225. Mr. Piiri'PS. — Do you consider the effect of 
that arrangement would be that the Boards would get 
their money paid o-ver sooner than they do at the 
present time? — Certainly, 

4226. CHAiitMAN. — Foil think the allocation could 
be made at the end of each quarter in the time it now 
occupies each week ? — Certainly. 

4227. And, tliei-cfore, tliere would be a considerable 
saving of time in the office 1 — I tliink so. 

4228. Is there any other subject on which you ■wish 
to give any information ? — I think the matter of de- 
clarations is not at all satisfactory at the present time, 
owing to the way they are worked. 

4229. Mr. Biiooks. — W ouldn’t your suggestion in 
regard to the allocation rather point to the appoint- 
ment of a clerk whose duty it ivould be to apportion 
this money daily ? — Thci'c must be a tot of the various 
sums that come in daily kept, and a sum on account 
might be paid to any of tlie Boards at any time. 

4230. Don’t you see if your suggestion was adopted 
we should be continually appropriating an arrear on 
those portions that arc allocated ; whereas if a clerk 
were set apart specially for the purpose he would be 
cognizant of the collection, and tlie allocation or appro- 
])iiationl — I don’t think so. 

4231. Can you explain why. As I imderatand you, 
it now takes a clerk foui- days in each week'? — Yes. 

4232. You complain there is a loss of time, and a 
useless expenditure of time in the office by that mode ^ 
—Yes, 

4233. Well, the surrender of a clerk’s entire time. to 
that duty would keep the ajiportionment concun-ent 
with the collection and would avoid all arrears, would 
it not ? — I don’t think it would. 

4234. Will you explain please ? — As the pay-sheets 
come ill they are received under three or four different 
liead.s — the consolidated rate ; the domestic water rate ; 
the piihlic water rate ; the contract water rate. The pay 
sheets should be entered up under these particular 
lieads each day, and the tot each day would give the 
sum that should be credited in the account to the 
diH'creut parties, and they could get a cheque to any 
corresponding amount they required — £200, £400, 
,■£500 — whatever they required. 

4235. Mr. Phipps. — W ithout making any exact 
calculation ? — Yes. 

423G. Pay on account, and pay once a quarter? — 
Exactly. 

4237. If you make that arrangement there is no 
arrear until that quarter has expired ? — No. 

4238. There would be no aiToare existing during 
the jieriod of the quarter ? — There -would not. 

4239. Chairman. — A fter that you -were coming to 
tlio question of declarations. You say at the present 
they are not in a satisfactory state of ■working. Yon 
alludetothedeclai-aticn as regards imoccupied premises? 
— T do. 

4240. What do you say about the present arrange- 
meuts? — I don’t think the coTloctor should be allo-wed 
to woi'k these deeiaratious at all. I would havo the 
declarations registered as they come into the office. I 
would have them handed to a clerk who would see 
they were properly filed; whether the signature of the 
magistrate was to them ; and -who would have 
properly registered and entered in a book kept for that 


purpose. Then the collector should report on the 
declaration, and once he had done that his business 
with regard to the declai-ation should end. 

4241. It is then worked by the clerks in the office 
Not at the present time. The collectors worked them 
It is quite possible the declarations may be lost and 
you may not get tale or tidings of how much -was lost. 

4242. Accoi'ding to my recollection of the evidence 
given by the collectors and Mr. Lambart, Mr, Liunbart 
said he was not able to tell any person who came in 
to pay tlie rates, the amoimt payable on unoccupied 
houses, because it was only by the collectoi-s the 
amount was calculated, and until they returned it to 
him it did not appear in the books. The collectors 
on the other hand, said tlie duty was thrown on them 
and some of them said the result was that they were 
taken from other occupations, and that it was a duty 
they ought not to discharge? — Decidedly, 

4243. Your suggestion as to the declaration is that 
the working of it should be taken from the collectors 
and tliat it should all be done by a dork in the 
intern office ? — It should. 

4244. It used to be done so? — I think up to the 
time Sir. Taaffe was appointed chief clerk. 

4245. What was the cause of the change can you 
say ? — That I can’t say. 

4246. Did it ai-ise from tlie fact that the work 
thrown on the shoulders of the clerks in the office 
was so luucli they could not attend to that particular 

department, and tliat it could be done otherwise? 

I cannot really say that. As soon as Mr. Taaffe got 
the inspectorship he altered the arraugcnients wth 
regard to the declarations himself. 

4247. In 1870, when you were in the office and 
before Mr. Moylan came there, was the matter of re- 
missions culculated in the office? — It was, and it is 
done in many cases at the present time, but not carried 
out as a system, 

4248. At that time the collector did not ivport on 
the declaration ? — I think he did. I know at one 
time we had an inspector who was allowed to I'etiie. 
I know there was fault with his decharation, and it so 
came he was dismissed afterwards. 

4249. What was the gentleman’s name? — Mr. 
Swcotman. He is the son-in-law of the late Collector- 
General. 

4250. In Avhat year was he dismissed? — As well 
as I recollect h was nearly at tlie end of 1867 
or 1868. It was a short time, I know, before Mr. 
Staunton's death. 

4251. At that time, as I niideretand from you, the 
matter should be calculated in the office? — So it was, 
but these declarations wei'e before Mr. Sweetman. 
He initialed them, and I believe tliere were sums of 
money received that were not properly accounted for. 

4252. But, at all events, Mr. Sweetman was at that 
time dismissed? — He was. 

Mr. Taq^e . — I -wish to offer a few observations on 
the mattei’. The present in ode of allocation isthe only 
one that could bo carried out successfully. It would 
take quite as much time to find out an approximate 
amount in order to transfer it to the Boards as it does at 
the present moment to ascertain the aggregate amount 
they are entitled to. I don’t think tire Boards -would 
be satisfied with any change. As a matter of fact, at 
the present time the Waterworks Committee make ap- 
plications from time to time to the Collector-General to 
give them something on account. Not satisfied with 
getting their money on every Tuesday morning, as they 
do, they sometimes have to get a payment on account 
in the week. 

4253. Mr. Phipps. — You speak from your experi- 
ence of the accounts, as far as they affect your office? 
— As far as the allocation is concerned, I don’t think 
there is any change required. 

4254. If there were a change of system would the 
difficulty stOl exist? — I am satisfied it would. 

4265. Chairman. — It would be unreasonable to 
make any change which would prevent the Boards 
from getting the money as frequently as they do now? 
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_Tliat would be the effect. We cannot ascertain, 
by the process that is worked out, the money 
!Lt ouaht to be transferred to these parties, and to 
an approximate figure, would take as much time 
% the present system does. There are small accounts 
the city which hare to be carefully calculated, and 
Jus would all have to be gone into in order to ascer- 
tain the approximate amount as they do the aggregate 
Amount now ; and, as to the payment of one year going 
into another year, it doesn’t aiieot the account ; and if 
these mistakes did occur, it would be more difficult to 
correct them at the end of three months than after 
tbev occur when the collectors furnish then collections. 

4356. It seems to me a small matter in any way, 
aad that it ought to be left to the department to see 
whether in a change in the process of giving tlie money 
every week the time of the oflice might not be 
economised!— I think quite as much time would bo 
lost hy what is suggested. The length of time it 
would take at tlie end of the quarter to allocate big 
accounts would be equal to the time that is now 
occupied from week to week. 

4257. Mr. Phipps.— I think so for as one can judge, 
not having the books before us, that a certain per- 
centat'e of the collection might be paid to the Board. 
I don^t see why when, you know the amount of money 
you receive it should not be at once allocated. The 
Boards would get it much earlier! — They do get it. 
Every Monday morning or Tuesday morning there is an 
allocation in the Bank of Ireland of the sums received 
for tliem in the previous week. 

4358 That does not appear to have been the case 
on the 31st of December, last!— That only occurs 
once a year, and it never occurred so late as this y^r, 
and that was owing to the sitting of the Commission 
and to the officers who should have made the collection 


attending on you. 

4259. There was no reason why they shouJdn t 
have had the money on the 7 th of January, instead of 
on the 9th! — The Waterworks Committee who applied 
for money got paid on account. T'hey got £2,000 
beforehand. As to the declaration mattei' no altera- 
tion was made in the system of declarations since I 
became chief clerk. The alteration was made long 
before that, in Mr. Hanlon’s time. Ao i-ates have 
ever been written off the office ledger on the declara- 


tion or the calculation of the collector without bemg Feb, ii. lS7f 
checked by a clerk in the office before it was done, 

That was the system which was always in existence 
aud which exists up to the present moment. What 
the collectors complained of was that they should bo 
called upon to calculate the amount that was to be 
remitted by reason of these doclarations and they said 
that this was not part of their work, that it should be 
done by some of the clerks in the office. I quite agree 
with them. 

4260. Ch.'UUMax. — H ave any changes been made 
ill that since you went into the office first ! — Certainly. 

When I went into the office first there was a clerk 
whose sole duty it was to attend to that matter. Mr. 

Hanlon will explain to you how that came to be 
changed. It was changed in his time and not in mine. 

If you refer to the report which I have put in evi- 
dence the report which I made to the Collector-General 

yeu will find I drew special attention to the decla- 
ration not being worked. 

4261. When was the change made ! — I think it 

was in 1870. , . , 

4262. What was the reason for making this change ( 

—The Collector-General at tliat time refused to pay 
for the over-work of scrivenery, and had the clerk who 
. kept the declarations — work that was formerly done as 
extra worlc — to do it in the office. 

4263. That was done by Mr. MoyUm after he came 
there! — It was, sii-. 

4264. Do you recollect whether the matter was dis- 
cusedatthe time hy the staff in the office!— I do. 

4265. Did the collectors bring the matter liefore 
the Collector-General ?— T don’t think they did. 

4266. Wa-sitbi-ouglit before him by the chief clerk ! 

4267. Was it pointed out to the Collector-General 
that it would be undesirable to make this transfer of 
duty! — It was. 

4268. Was tlicre any published minute at the time 
of this transfei- as you remember!— Not a published 
minute. I cannot tell you whether there is a minute 
in the book or not. 

4269. Then these instructions were given verbally ! 

q’liey were given to Mr. Hanlon and conveyed by 

him to the staff doum stairs. 


The JIacDekmoi', q.c., examuied. 


Tbe Mac- 
Dermot. q.c. 


4270. Chairman. — lilacDermot, you have been for 
some time one of the revising bai-risters for the city 
of Dublin ! — Por the last revision only. 

4271. I suppose you made yourself acquainted 
during the last revision, and before it, with the duties 
of the Collector-General’s office, and the collectors in 
connexion witli the franchise question ! — Yes. 

4272. Now would you tell us if you please, as you 
undemtand it, what the duty of the collectors is in re- 
ference to that! — With regard to the duty of the 
collectors, so fai' as I understand it, it consists in 
making themselves acquainted as pei-fectly as they can 
ivith the persons occupying rated premises in the city 
of Dublin ; in ascertaining the rated value of tliose 
premises, and making returns, to the Collector- 
General, of the occupied premises, and of the jicrsons 
who arc the occupying tenants of these premises. The 
Collector-General afterwards verifies these returns. 
The verified returns are transmitted by the Collector- 
General to tlie Town Clerk, and he frames the parlia- 
mentary franchise list from those returns. There is in 
my mind a great deal my friend (Mr. Ferguson) and 
I have to complain of ; and we have had in fact to com- 
plain of the collectors frequently. We are largely 
dependent on the performance by the collectors of 
their duties. If the persons representing the two 
opposite parties in the city — the Consei-vatives and the 
Liberals — did not attend hefoi-e us to assist, the result 
would be we should depend wholly on the collectors. 
The agents of tlie political pai'ties, from their desii'o to 


obtain the franchise for siqiporters, do gii e us very 
considerable assistance, but that a.ssistance is volun- 
tary. It was intended by tlio 13th & 14tli Vic., wliich 
is the fii-st of the Acts creating the occupation 
fi-anchise, that the machinery for jilaciug persons on 
the list of electors should be what I call self-.actiug. 
It was discovered that persons neglected theii- rights, 
that they did not come fonvai'd to seek the vote 
they were entitled to, and the legislature to remedy 
tide created a body on ivliom the public duty would be 
cast, of taking care that every person entitled to 
the franchise should be put on the list. The statute 
by wliich this was eft'cctedis tbe IStli 14th Vic., 
and I need not jioint out that if these iiublic officers 
do not perform the duty assigueil them by the Act of 
Parliament, the Act of Parliament to that extent does 
not act. I found that the principal neglectis with re- 
gard to persons rated between £4 aud £8. There 
has been in my mind a complete uon-peiformancc, 
not merely negligence in performing, but practically 
a iion-perfonnauce of the duty cast ii]ion the collectors 
ill respect of persons rated between £4 and £8 — 
attributable to this. The collectors were looking 
more to the collection of the rates, aud facility for the 
collection of the rates, than they were to the franchise ; 
and ill respect of those low ratings the facility of 
collecting the rates and the securing to tlie oeeuiiicv 
his vote, conflict. I need not point out to the Com- 
mission that itisniuch easier to collect rates from lessors 
than to collect them from small tenants— monthly tcu- 
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ants, quarterly tenants, or any tenants under £8, and, 
consequently, the tendency of the desire to collect the 
c. rates efficiently and -with facility is a barrier to securing 
to the occupier the franchise. The original Poor Law 
Act — that is, the 1st and 2nd Vic., made the poor 
rate exclusively an occupation rate. It had no i-ela- 
tion to the franchise, and by that Act the occupier 
alone could be rated, unless by agreement with the 
lessor and tlie Poor L;iw Guardians. 1’heu the Cth 
& 7th Vie. was passed. It enabled in boroiigh.s, the 
lessor, where the rating did not exceed £8, to be rated 
u^tead of the occupier. Up bo tliis time the Com- 
mission will remember, the franchise did not depend 
on rating. Then comes the Collection of Rates’ Act, 
12 and 13 Vic. It has nothing to do with the fran- 
chise, but is exclusively concerned with rates 
Following the 6th and 7th Vic., it provides that the 
lessor shall be rated where the valuation does not ex- 
ceed £8. After these three Acts emne the 1 3th and 
Util Vic., which was the first Act that gave a 
franchise dependent on rating, and that Act provided 
that every peraoii rated at £8 and over should liave 
the franchise. It made it nece.ssary, in order to have 
the franchise, that the occupier should be rated; they 
should occupy for twelve months before a given day, 
and that they should have paid all tlieir rates to a 
particular clay. So the Commissioners will observe, 
tlie right of voting, and the actual enjoyment of the 
vote, was imwle to depend on being rated, on paying 
the ratc.s, and rated at a iiarticular valuation ; and 
as I have said, a body of jiersons, comprising clerks of 
unions, clerks of the peace, town clerks, colloctoi-s 
of taxes, and reiisiiig b.arristers, were the machiueiy 
created by the Act to secure the franchise to every 
jicrson who was’eutitled to it under tliat Act. Then, 
of course, it became necessary to alter the previous 
aw; becau.se, iimk-r the pi-evious law, the immediate 
lessor was rated where the valuation was £8 or under - 
while the franchise was by tlie 13th & Uth Vic., con- 
fcri-ed on ,£8 rated occupiers in boroughs. To provide 
for this the 13th and Uth Vic. repeided so much of 
the Gth and 7th Vic. as directed that the immediate 
lessor sliould be rated wliere the valuation did not 
exceed .£8, and as it was essentially in order that the 
trancJiiso granted should be enjoyed it provided tliat 
tlie lessor should only be rated wliere the valuation was 

under £8. Between the jiassing of the 13 &, U Vic 

and 1868, where the rating vma under £8, the imme- 
diate lessor was rated. At and over £8 the occupier 
was rated. In 1868 the Legislature made a furtlier 
change, and gave the franchise to every pennon in 
boroughs who was rated at any sum over £4 ; and 
wc hiid by the Act of 1868 a corresponding chamre 
was immediately made— that is to say, the immediate 
lessor was no longer to be rated except where the 
valuation was £4 or under. We, in the performance 
of our duty, ought not to place any person on the 
rated occupier electoral list unless he was actually 
rated, or entitled to be rated; and the 110th section, 
which enables the elector to claim proceeds on the 
principle that he had a right to bo rated, and that 
tlie guardians in the performance of tlieir duty ought 
to liave yielded to the claim, and have such person 
"'itlistanding the repeal of the 63rd section 
of the Collection of Rates Act, so far as poor rates 
were concerned, we have ascei-tained that it has been 
the practice m tlie city of Dublin to rate the iiinne- 
I hate lessor in all cases between £4 and £8 where 
the tenancy is not a tenancy from year to year. I 
had the officei-s before me, and I asked them about 
this, and Mr. Taaffe siud tliey had the opinion of 
J udge Barry and Chief J ustice Morris, when counsel 
at the bar, that the 63rd section was not repealed so 
lar as quarterly and monthly and weekly tenants 
were concerned, but reading the section I was as- 
tonished how they came to that conclusion, and' I 
asked to see the opinions, and I found that what 
Judge Barry said was that the repealing section 
caused the difficulty, hut he thought the Legislature 
did not intend to do it. Judge Bairy’s attention was 


dii-ected at the time to what would facilitate th 
collection of rates, not to the question of the franchise* 
while, on the other hand, the Legislature was n ’ 
viding for tlie franchise, and not the collection^”? 
rates. So I have no doubt the Legislature did 
intend it, but with a dillerent view from what was h? 
fore Judge Bany. I asked Mr. Taaffe how this 
jiractice of rating lessora instead of occupiei-s con 
tiuued, and he explained he had the opinion of counsel' 
On furfher investigation, I foutul also this evil on 
sued from the system of rating pursued— it was not 
merely the case of jiersons who were weekly or 
monthly, or quarterly tenants, who were not 
jilaced on the list, but tenants from yem- to year 
were in a gi-eat many cases omitted from tlie list l 
asked an exjilanatioii how that came to pass Ro 
said they were fortified by the opinion of Jnd~ 
Baivy, and that they assumed a tenant is only\ 
quarterly or monthly tenant unless and until 
satisfied he is a tenant from year to year. In nine 
cases out of ten they had no such information, or could 
not get the iiifonnation that would satisfy tliem— 
assuming they should be satisfied they were tenants 
from year to year — before they put them on the list of 
voters. The result was that in innumerable cases they 
wero not on the list of voters at all. I thought diat 
was a great injustice to a veiy considerable class 
in Dublin, and I tliink the Commission would better 
understand wlieiil mention tliis to them,notmerelysay. 
ing that the Act is intended to be self acting, buttbat 
if tho persons are put on the list of voters and tliat list 
comes before us, it forms a priviafack case of occupa- 
tion of the required value. No jiroof of a valuation is 
required, because it is the prinia facie case made by 
the statute. No claim is necessary. No evidence is 
necessary to establish these facts, and if we find them 
in the verified rotum of the Collector-General before 
us we consider this prLma facie proof; and if 
we find them, in addition, on the previous registiy, 
we at once admit them. On the other hand, if th^’ 
are not on that list first they have to make a claim, 
which negligent people won’t do ; secondly, if the 
claim IS imperfect in its form, we have at once to dis- 
miss it. In the next jilace, they have to come up to 
prove It, whicli negligent people won’t do ; and the 
very class which, I believe, was intended to be pro- 
tected by_ the statute— that is, that class of tenants 
wanting intelligence or sufficient care to look after 
their vote, and which it was the main object of the 
Act to provide for— tliat class is, by the comae 
jrarsueJ, in my mind, to a very large extent' disfran- 
chised. Tins jiractice of rating also creates a diffi- 
culty in dealing with the collectors. We have 
a jiower of fining collectors if they ue"-Iect 
their duties. It is very difficult to trace a neglect 
of duty wliere the collectors have an open door 
for escape by alleging they do not think the omitted 
persons were tenants from yeai- to year, and it would 
be very hard to show they were not under a misappre- 
hension. I believe that is tlie only matter I have to 
speak about. It is difficult to point out a remedy, but 
fiicility in the collection of the rates is not consistent 
with a small rating franchise, and I doubt the wisdom 
of making them dependent on each other. Where you 
have small tenants of the value of between £4 and £8 
there is groat difficulty in collecting the rates. 

4273. Cii.-uiuiAX.— When the 13th and Uth Vic. 
was passed— confine yourself to the city of Dublin— the 
person who was prima facie liable to the rates was the 
person in occupation when the house was rated at £8 
and upwards % — Precisely ; the lessor or owner would 
have been rated if £8 was the valuation. Tho 13th 
and Uth Vic. required a rating of .£8 to entitle the 
occupier to a vote. The change by that Act was that 
the lessor should not be rated, except where the 
valuation was under £8. 

4274. And that Act, the 13th and Uth Vic., 
changed the 12th and 13tli Vic. in that particular 4- 
It did. 

4275. And I presume, it changed it, not merely for 
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the purpose of the franchise, but for the purpose of 
the Mllection of rates 1 — What the 13th and 14th Vic. 
did was this — the 1 2th and 13th Vic. was exactly the 
same as tlie 6th and 7tli Vic., and the 13th and 14th 
Vic. repealed the earlier Act (the 6th and 7th Vic.) 
\dthout in terms naming the 12th and 13th Vic. 
But it repealed the provisions of the 12th and 13th 
Vic. though it did not refer to that Act in terms. 

4276. As a maiter of fact, do you know whetlier, 
after the passing of the Act, the 13th and Htli Vic., 
the occupier was :issessed in the rate books of the city 
of Dublin — that the person who was rated at £8 — 
the ocexipicr — was assessed ? — He was. Although 
there was not an express repeal of the 12tli ^d 13th 
Vic. it was impliedly repealed. 

4277. And it was unquestionably repealed 1 — And 
it was uncjiiestionably repealed. 

4278. Well then the result of that was this — from 
that time down to 1868 the pei'son appearing on the 
rate hook its the occupier and rated as the occupier 
would be the only party that would be entitled to a 
vote ? — ^That is so. 

4279. So that after the passing of the 13th and 14tli 
Vic. and down to 1868 if the rate collectors did their 
duty for the purpose of collecting the rates they would 
be dso doing their duty for the purpose of getting the 
proper names on the rate books'! — Yes, and I think 
they did their duty driring that period. 

4280. During tliat period, assuming the collectors 
had returned the iiroper persons to be put upon the 
rates, if that was done properly and without a mistake 
the franchise lists could be taken by mere transcript 
from the rate books ? — Yes, .1 have mentioned that it 
is necessary there must be an occupation of one year to 
entitle tlie occupier to be put on the Town Clerk’s list 
of elector.s. Tt is necessary there should be one year’s 
occiipation before the 20th of July, and the payment 
of idl rates up to a particular date. 

4281. So the collectors could simply take the rate 
books, assuming they wei'e correctly made, and from 
them iBiake a franchise list ? — Unquestionably. 

4282. But then the Act of Parliament directed 
that persons should not be excluded from the list if 
tliey had not paid up the rates ? — By the Act of Par- 
liament extending the franchise and giving it to 
every person rated at £4 tliero was anotlier coires- 
ponding change, at least as regards the greater 
portion of the consolidated rates with respect to lessors. 
In the most express terms the 19th section repealed 
the section of the Dublin Collection of Rates Act — 
the 63nl section. So far as poor rates were concenied 
the poor rate was tlie franchise rate. 

4283. Then, as regaixls the other consolidated rates, 
the collector of rates would be making one return to 
the Collector-General for the collection of rates, and 
another to ascertain the proj>er person to be on the 
francliise ? — I think so. I think tliat would follow. 
Another tiling strikes me. At present the rate cannot 
be legally recovered from pereous rated from between 
£4 and £8, where the lessor is rated ; and I will tell 
you why it cannot he legally recovered from the lessor 
— because he ought not to be rated. Unde? the Act 
of Parliament the lessor ought not to be rated between 
£4 and £8. If a lessor, as immediate lessor, were 
sued for the rates between £4 and £8 unquestionably 
it should faO, because it is thi-oughout an occupation 
rate, except to the extent by which positive legislation 
thi-ows it on the lessor ; and there is no doubt if the 
immediate lessor were sued for rates between £4 and 
£8, the proceedings would unquestionably fail, 

4284. Now, as regards the poor-rate lists? — With 
mgard to the occupier, it should also fail in tlie present 
state of things, because the occupier, though legally 
liable, is only liable when rixted ; he ought to be rated, 
but not having been rated he is not liable. In order 
to create liability there .should be two things — first, a 
liability to be put on the rate books ; and, secondly, 
being put on the rate books ; Judge WaiTen, in his 
opinion, took care to guard the collectors from 
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distraining for the rates in the small rating cases Feb. j, 
which would have raised tlie question. The Mac 

4285. So that, in point of fact, your present view is Dermot^ 
this — that in cases between £4 and £8 the <2ollector- 
General of Rates might sue and recover all the rates, 
except the poor-iatc, from the immediate lessor ! — Yes. 

4286. And he could not recover jioor rates from 
the immediate lessor because he ought not to be rated, 
or the occupier because he is not rated ? — Yes. 

4287. It has been observed that what lias been done 
ill the case of houses valued between £4 and £8 is this 
— they I'ate both the immediate lessor and the occu- 
pier, assuming they believe the occuj ier is holding as 
a yearly tenant — that is, in point of fact, they rate the 
two ; but they only do that in case tliey assume that 
the occupier is liolding a.s yearly tenant 1 — Yes. 

4288. As I undei-stand, your view is — that where 
there is a weekly, monthly, or quarterly tenant, if he be 
in occupation of the premises, he should ajipear on the 
rate book, in cases where the valuation is between £4 
and £S ?— Unquestionably that is the law of the case. 

I have not a shadow of doubt about it, and I am quite 
certain that we, as Revising Barristei-s, ought to refuse 
to put these people on the list of voters, if that were 
not the law, because the very foundation of being put 
on the list of votei’s is the title to be rated ; if we 
came to the conclusion, wliich, it is said, counsel has 
come to, that peraons between £4 and £8 were not 
entitled to be ])ut on the rate book, which is the foun- 
dation of all, we should, in the pertoimance of our 
duty, refuse to place them on the voters’ list- 

4289. That is what I was coming to. If it appears 
to you that a person is a weekly or monthly tenant, 
and that his name is not on l.lie list, and assuming a 
claim is lodged, and the claimant admits being a 
monthly tenant, but says he has been so for thi-ee years, 
do you put him on this list if he lias paid his rates ! — 

We have put on hundreds of them. 

4290. And has that been done by all your prede- 
ccssora ! — By all. 

4291. Mr. Brooks. — Suppose he occupies what is 
called a “ barrack” house ! — That depends on another 
question. I am speaking of a house entirely detached 
or structurally separate. 

4292. We are now talking about the case of a man 
in occupation of premises whicli are structurally de- 
tached or separately rated ? — Quite so. 

4293. Chairman. — Now, according to the laws 
under which you sit, could an appeal be taken against 
your putting such a man on the rate-book ? — With 
regard to that, if it had been on a question of law, and 
it were argued before me that on the true constniction 
of the Act of Parliament he ought to be on the rate- 
book ; then if in my judgment there was a real and 
substantial question of law, I would grant an appeal, I 
have the discretion of refusing it if I think there is no 
question to be argued. 

4294. Are you aware whether, since the passing of 
the Act of 1868, either of the political parties that 
appear before you, and look very carefully after the 
interests of their respective parties in the city, ever 
asked the Revising Barristers to state a case for the 
])ui-pose of appeal when they have put on the rate-book 
a weekly or monthly tenant under these circum- 
stances? — Never. It was admitted by both parties, 
guided by counsel, that if there was that period of 
occupation which the statute requires tlie claimant 
should be admitted. Of course a precarious occupa- 
tion is not taken into account, the statute provides 
tliat it sliall be continuous to entitle the party to the 
franchise, but then these peraons were all driven to 
prove tJieir case by claim and ovi<lence, notwithstand- 
ing the machinery of the 13th k 14th Vic., which the 
legislature provided for that veiy class of peraons. 

4295. Assuming it to be a question of law, the 
revising barristers invariably decide in favour of 
weekly and monthly tenants who had been a year in 
occupation, and the matter was thought too clear by 
the political parties for appeal ! — Yes. 

4296. I happened to be in the Queen’s Bench some 
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FW- 11 , ihT^. time ago when a conditioual order for a. ma-rtdames 
The MaT " aj)j)lipil for, ai-e yo\i aware whetlier that lias been 
Dermet, Q-c. obtained, or not ? — A conditioual oi-der bas been 
obtained. 

4297. And I presume u;ioii the return to that the 
question can be argued ! — I think it can ; because the 
103rd section says “the Guardians shall put upon 
the rate-book.s eveiy person entitled,” and a subsequent 
Act passed by which tlie Collector-General was directed 
also to jHit every person entitled on the rate-books, 
and the Collector-Generul lieiiig a public officer there 
was a mandamus calling on him to perform tlmt duty. 

4298. Assuming that that question will be decided, 
it would be the duty of the collectors to put on the 
list every person who is rated at a valuation between 
£i and £8, whether as a weekly or inoiitJily tenant, 
jH'ovided he is in occupation for tho twelve months 1 — 
Yes, but I have not included tenements. 

4299. You are awai'C of course that by the 12 & 13 
Vic., cap. 91, in tho case of several premises valued 
above £8, whether they are let in tenements or rooms 
to different persons the immediate lessor is rated! — 
Yes. 

4300. Do you think in regard to cases of tliat kind 
there is auy neglect or any carelessness in the action 
of the CoUector-General’s office 1 — I do not thirdc 
thoi'c is. I think to the tenements entirely distinct 
considerations apply ; there is not really an occupation 
of premises separately rated and structurally severed ; 
there are usually common l.ialls, kitchens, and staircases, 
and the owner of the premises really occujiics in a 
sense ; the premises are ofteji iii charge of a caretaker, 
and even if tlie owner did not occupy the occupier 
cannot be said to occupy portions of the premises 
structurally separate. There is no sepai-ate rating, and 
even if there was a separate rating there would bo the 
enjoyment of a common hall, or kitchen, or yard. 

4301- How arc they dealt with! — We do not put 
them on the list unless it is proved to us, first; that 
there is a separate rating of a j>ortion ; secondly, that 
that portion is in the complete occupation, as tenant, 
of the person claiming the franchise, that there is 
separate rating, the valuation not including anything 
liohl in comiBion, for (i.xample, a staircase and yard. 
Tructicaliy these j'cquirements prevent that class of 
persons being put on the list. 

4302. Do I understand, as regawls these premises 
you see no ground of complaint against the collectors 
or tlie Conector-General’s office! — I do not. 

4303. As to the other class of cases you spoke of — 
assuming that tlie collcctoi's and the Collector-General 
also were put right on the jioint on avhich they arc 
taking a particular course of action — have you observed 
an anxiety on tho ]>art of the collectore to do the best 
they can ! — I think it is rather hard to expect from 
the collcctoi's that enei'gy and zeal which would he 
invaluable if they had it. They are primarily engaged 
with the collection of rates, not with the franchise for 
which they are not paid sufficiently having regard to 
the very laborious duties connected with the franchise. 
The duties have boon thrown upon them, and I think 
they complain and u'ith some justice. I do not think 
tliey have been very active, and I attribute it a good 
deal to tho fact tliat they have not been rewarded for 
these services. I must say, I do not know how we 
would get oil at all were it not for the aid of the agents 
of the Liberal and Conservative parties who attend and 
enable us to prepare our list. 

4301. Putting it out of consideration whetlier or 
not they are properly paid, when they undertake 
to do duties they must perform them. When you 
are sitting as revising hamster, having the collec- 
tors before you, you have an opportunity of seeing how 
they do thoir duty. Do you consider they do this 
particular duty with zeal and efficiency! — I do not 
think they do. 1 am inclined to think otherwise. 
There is a fourteen days’ notice served, and by tliat 
moans, so far as I can make out, they perform the 
duty of gaining information by merely making a I'erbal 


inquiry at the door “ Who is here,” and they seem 
to take any kind of answer they get from a servant 
I do not think they perform then' duty laboriously or 
efficiently; it would be avery laboriousduty, My friend 
Mr. Ferguson will tell you more about that than I can. 

4305. Have you observed any difference in the 
collectors in cliarge of the different wards of the city 
in that way! — Yes; there were some of them very 
much more efficient than others. 

4306. That is what I want to know! — Yes; there 
were. 

4307. But taking them altogether as a whole, you 
cannot say they have discharged that duty with tbe 
efficiency they ought! — Cei'taiuly not, and I announced 
last year I would impose fines next revision in every 
case, if they did not perform their duty differently; 
hut I feel, although I laeiiaced them, that there is a 
difficulty in imposing a fine where tlrey have tke 
avenue to escape I have mentioned. 

4308. Have you up to the present imposed any 
fines ! — No. 

4309. Was there any application made to impose 
fines!— There never was. 

. 4310. Have you any reason to believe from any- 
thing you sa-w that they were operated upon by politi- 
cal prejudices by their own party! — hlost assm-edly 
not. I have not the smallest doubt that thei'e is not 
any political prejudice of any kind ojierating with tie 
collector's. 

4311. On one side or the other! — Either on one 
side or the other, thei'e is not a particle of intentionof 
impropriety ; it is rather a ■want of zeal or of feehng 
to perform the laborious duty, with the amount of la- 
bour it requires- 

4312. I do not know, MacDei-mot, whether you 
know the nature of their duties in connexion rvith tie 
collection of rates, and the amount of time that is 
occupied in that, and that alone ! — I do not know. 

4313. Do you think it is possible tliat the collectois 
ns at present circumstanced would be able to discbaige 
the duty as regards the fi-anchise, and, at the same 
time, the duty of the collection of rates! — It appeal's 
to me it would require a vciy efficient staff to perfom 
both duties, and you cannot liave an efficient staff if 
tliey are not properly paid ; if the collectors are to be 
paid for these duties that \>ayment should depend 
on their getting a certificate of efficiency from the rt 
vising barrister. 

4314. But apart from the question of payment, do 
you think tliere is power to do the work at all without 
increasing tlie staff very much! — I mentioned that as 
tho staff is insufficient at present the staff ought to be 
increased, and I think the collectors ought not to be 
changed about from one distnet to another ; the -whole 
of their efficiency in our court depends entirely on their 
intimate knowledge of the pci-sons in tlieir olistricts; 
there are changes by deaths and marriages going on, 
changes of house ownei-ship and occupation, that re- 
quire a great deal of intimate knowledge, and I think 
it is a mistake when that knowledge is acquired to 
change the collector to another disti'ict. 

4315. Is there any way you could suggest by ■which 
the collectors could get iiifoi-mation except by serving 
notice at the house ! — I do not tliink there is any 
way of getting information except at the hou-se, and 
that could only be done by inquiries, by diligent, careful 
inquiries, coming again and agabi. It is not like tho 
Juries Act ; peojde wish to ho on tlie electoral list 

4316. You were speaking of inquiries being made 

on serving the fourteen clays’ notice? — I said so 
far as I could a.scei'tain by asking. We are bound to 
put these men on the list. When a claimant would 
come before me at the end of the year wlio was mted 
at £7, the collootoi-s would answer — “'We did not 
know that he was a tenant from year to year.” “Did 
you inquire !” “ We did.” “ When did you inquii-e! 

“ When serving the notice for the i-ates we asked for 
the occupier of the house, and lie did not give us 
auy information we could rely on.” . “ Who gave yo“ 
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rtG information at tlie house?” “A woman at the 
door, who woxild not ^ve name of the person. 

'• Did you go a second time ?” “ No.” 

4317. Assuming it was the law;n'/ma/n«e, in the 
case of a man occupying a house, no matter in what 
capacity, that his name should he put on the rate-book 
presided he was thei-e for twelve months, do not you 
Slink that that system of inquiry woidd bo almost* 
sufficient ?— T tbink it would. I think you are quite 
right in that, if the colloctoi'S had not the difficult 
ouestion to decide, whether the occujiier was tenant 
for a month or a year, it would, I think, be suflicicut, 
having regard to the aid received from the party or- 
ganisatious; if there is anything at all amiss the 
opposing party would find it out and object. I think 
would be safe with the present collectors. One 


or two of tliem might he doubtful. 

4318. I think it would be right to mention the 
name of any collector whom you observed to be in- 
efficient?— Mr. Ferguson has several years’ ex])crience. 

I bad only one revision session. I think it would be 
unfair to mention a name. I would not mention a 
name without sufficient grounds to justify me in 
doing so. 

4319. At the Siimo time I would like you to under- 
stand that tlie Commissioners wish such gentlemen as 
Revisinf' BaiTistevs to mention the name of any col- 
lector they have sufficient grounds to make a com- 
plaint against ?— I have not sufficient grounds to 
make a complaint. 

4320. hir. Brooks. — Do you see any difference be- 
tween an Irish occupier of flats in tenement houses, 
and the Scotch flat or tenement holders who enjoy a 
common hall, except that in Ireland the premises 
were constructed for othei- purposes and not for tenc 
ments, and in Scotland they were constructed with 
tlie intention of occupancies in separate flats, but with 
a common hall and conveniences? — I have ah-eady 
stated that the mere fact of enjoying a common 
hall and conveniences would not disentitle them 
at all, provided tliey Iwd occupied a portion of 
the house structurally distinct and sepsirately rated. 
The fii-st condition is that it be separately rated. It 
will not do to have a house rated at £30 or £40, and 
pai-t ocenpied by one family and part by another. If 
the portion relied ou as entitling a person to be 
jjlaced on the list of voters be a flat structurally 
separate from the rest of the house, it must be separ- 
ately rated and occupied by a person as tenant for a 
prescribed period ; we w'ould then put him on the list 
at once, but if the person was not separately i-ated, or 
if in the rating was included a common hall, we could 
not do it ; the thing depends ou the rating. 

4321. I am at a loss to understand why in Glasgow 
they are i-ated, and in Dublin they are not, all other 
conditions being the same ? — But are they the same ? 

4322. So far as I can see, in Glasgow a storey on a 
level with the street is occupied by a shopkeeper, the 
first floor by an artisan and his family, the second by 
another artisan and his family, and throughout the 
house I find a number of tenants paying rents similar 
to persons here in the same condition, but who are all 
separately rated, the only difference I can find being 
that the house ia constructed with the intention of 
being let hi separate tenements? — But don’t you see 
if things wei'e in Ireland just as you describe thorn we 
would at once put them on the list if we found they 
had a separate flat, or even if not constructed originally 
with a view to having a separate flat, really enjoyed 
by one family, totally and structurally separate, and 
separating portion of a house, and if that portion were 
separately rated, we would do what has been done in 
Scotland — piit them on the list. 

4323. Chairman.— Is it part of the duty of the Col- 
lector-Geiieral to separately rate a house ? — I do not 
think it is his duty unless he is asked. 

4324. Is not the process, in the first place, to get a 
separate valuation?-— The first thing you have to do is 
to call at the Valuation Office in Jily-place, and say 


you have let a portion of the house and waut a se- .Net.n.isrs 

pai-ate rating, because the mere letting would destroy 

tlie franchise. They send a person thei-e who makes a Dermot, Q.c. 

separate VHluation, and he oommuiiicatps the fact to 

the Collector-General’s office, and tlie Collector-General 

acts upon it. 

4325. But the Collector-General has no power him- 
self. When iie finds a house valued at £40 he must 
strike a rate on that valuation ? — He must. 

432G. And as the law stands any action must arise 
from the j>arty himself interested iu the premises ? — , 

It must, from some one interested in the premises. 

4327. Mr. Brooks. — How is the difierence ex- 
plained? In Scotland they rate the tenants, and yet 
here we have a house, with numerous tenants, who are 
not rated 1 — Let us take an example. Here is a house 
rated at £80. For that house at present there is only 
one ratiii‘', and consequently tlie Collector-General 
treats it as rated at a particular sum, not distiibuted 
between particular portions of the house. I am the 
owner, and it occurs to me to let it in fiats or divisions 

one to A., one to B, and another to C. If nothing 

more is done, none of these will appear on the rate- 
books ; tlie house is still under the one rating, as I put 
it, but if I go to the Valuation Office, or A, or B, or C 
goes there and say, “ Now I have got a portion of this 
house to myself, and I think, if valued, it will come to 
over £4. I waut you to send an ollioor to value it” 

If that is done, and a soparate valuation made, the 
Collector-General will immediately act upon it. Tlieii 
we, when it comes before us, inquire tlie length of oc- 
cupation, and if the statutable occupation is proved, we 
put the claimant on ; but if that is not done, we do 
not put him on. 

Mr.//. J. 2I‘Farlane.—l myself as Chairman of Mr.MTavlaii 
the Noi-th Dublin Union Board of Guardians have 
been applied tointliese matters. A ratepayer has called 
on me for separate ratings, and .1 have sent hiin to 
the Valuation Office. I believe the Valuation Ofiice 
has been acting upon some agi-eemeut by which they 
do not give the separate ratings. The last thing that 
occurred to me was an applicant who brought fifty 
cases forward and stated he was a ratepayer. I believe 
the technical objectiou was that he was not a rate- 
payer in the North Dublin Union. 

432S. Chairman. — We have nob anytliing to do 
with the action of the Valuation Office ; we are not 
inquiring into it iu any way, I am happy to say ; it 
is only the Collector-General of Rates office with 
which we have to deal. As I uuderstaiid the law, and 
The MacDermot bears me out in my opinion, the 
Collector General of Rates is himsedf powerless in the 
matter, he must act upon the separate valuation, and he 
has no power whatever until that is made ; that is done 
in a dilFereut department entirely, and whether that 
department is efficiently carrying on its work or not, I 
am happy to say, we are not inquiring at the present 
time. 

4329. Mr. Brooks. — It is urged by collectors in 
extenuation of the iusulliciency of tlie list of names 
that many of the occujiiers are desirous of avoiding 
their liability as jurors? — I'he MacDermot, .Yes, I 
believe that is true, I have not the least doubt of it. 

When the valuation comes up to £20, which is a juror’s 
qualification, every possible means is had recourse to. 

1 believe that the mimes of ladies are given as the 
owners of houses, aud we have evidence before us of 
a liusbaud turned out by the wife, and she taking 
the house into her own hands, to point out that she 
was the owner of the house ; they always use the word 
“ herself” on the gray mare priucij>le. 

4330. Chairman. — If you find iin instance of that 
kind, do you put the claimant on the franchise list? — 

I tbink my fricud, Jlr. Ferguson, objected to do that. 

4331. Mr. Brooks. — If the practice in Dublin wore 
assimilated to that in Scotland, of putting ou the 
electoral list the occupiers of tenements — many of 
them from £20 to £30 a year iu those h;irrack houses 
— would you enlarge the jurors’ list? — £20 valuation, 
is rather high. Those people who are in. tenements 
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are usually of a very humble character — not many of 
them valued so high as £20. 

4332. I am given to understand that the artisans 
— carpenters, bricklayers, and tailors — who occupy 
the better apartments in large houses, pay from 7s. 
6d. to 12s. per week, or from £20 to £30 a year? — 
Prom my experience — we know more about that in 
admitting lodgere — the sum the artisans of Dublin 
pay usually by the week is from 4s. to 6s. 


4333. But, are you awaie that “ lodger ” in Dubliu 
is a local phrase not used in England in the same 
sensei — The tenement holder here is described as 
lodger. They have got the term “ lodger ’’ in Em'land 
also. It is used inaccurately. It is used in°twn 
senses ; but we have given a local acceptation to the 
term — that dealing with the lodger franchise as dig- 
tinct from the oB’dinary use of tlie word. 


Mr. CiiAWOKTH Ferouson, Q.C., LL.D., Revising Barrister, examined. 


I only wish to add to what The MacDermot has 
said, that as regards the law I entirely agree with him 
— at all events to this extent, that even though before 
1868 the Act 12th and 13th Vic. may have been only 
impliedly repealed as regards weekly and monthly 
tenements it was expressly repealed by the Act of 
1868, and since 1868 every one who occupied separately 
a separate holding, valued separately, at a sum exceed- 
ing £4 ought to be put on the rate book, 

4334. OiiAiHMAN. — Provided he has been in occu- 
pation twelve mouths 1 — Provideil he has been in 
occupation the qualifying twelve months. The point, 
I tliiuk, the collectors have not done their duty in is 
clearly shown in this way. We have annually a gi-eat 
number of claims, and pai-ticularly of that class of]>eople 
who occupy |iromises valued at a sum exceedisig £4. 
My experience for some years back is, that several of 
those men claim each succeeding year. Now it would 
appear to me that the first and main objection that the 
collectors advance — namely, that they cannot ascertain 
whether tliose persons are yearly tenants or not, is got 
over in the ca.se of those men ; because if men come 
fonvard, as several did in the year 1876, and proved 
tliat they were in occupation for the qualifying twelve 
months, claiming to be rated, and comjilying \vith the 
necessary requirements of the Act, I would put tliem on 
the list. La.st year there weie several instances in 
which I found the same men claiming again ; and I at 
once asked “ Did not those men claim last year ? They 
arc on the registry. Were they not I'ated on the claim 
they made las( yearl” The answer was, “No; they 
were not.” It seems to me that where a man was 
once put upon the registry of voters by the Revising 
Ban-ister on a claim, the collector, on goiug round and 
finding him still in occupation, naturally ought to as- 
sume that lie wa.s in occupation of the same tenancy 
that had been pi'oved in the Revision Court of the 
previous year ; aud it would be his duty, I think, to 
put that man on tlie rate at once. 

4335. Do not you think, Mr, Ferguson, that the 
decision of this question in the Coui-t of Queen’s 
Bench that is now raised on a conditional order will 
clear a number of difficulties from the way of tlie coL 
lectors 1 — I believe it will, assuming they will act on 
that decision ; but I must say since I sat in the 
Revision Court first in 1868 and subsequently for the 
last two years, the question has never been raised, and 
we have never been asked to gi'aut a case of appeal on 
that point. 

4336. But now on tlie authoritative decision of the 
Court of Queen’s Bench — they can act upon that — 
most of tlie difficulties will be cleai-ed off? — I think 
most of the difficulties will be cleared off. 

433 (, Apart from tlie views the collectors have on 
this particular point, do you think they discharge their 
duties with efficiency, or is there a want of seal on their 
parti— I do not tliink there is wantofzealatall. I think 
there is great and serious difficulty in the way of the 
collectors getting the information to enable them to 
put the 2>eoplc on the rate-book ; for instance, in my 
own experience of tlie working of the Jurors’ Act 
eveiy difficulty is put in the way of the collectors 
returning who is the occupier of the premises. They 
are told that a woman — a wife or sister perhaps, is 
the real tenant in occujsation, I find in several in- 
stances gentlemen coming forward to claim the franchise 
in respect of houses for which females were rated ; and 
I at once ask the question “ Captain so and so, or Mr. 


so and so, is now claiming to be rated for this aud 
going to pi-iive his tenancy. I find a woman, E, J, 
on the rate-book ” ? — The answer the collector gives 
is “ I inquired at the house and tlie answer I got was 
that this lady was tlie owner.” There is gi-eat difficulty 
in tlie collectors pressing for further information ; and 
it is natural to be supposed that they could not do 
move than ask the servant. 

4338. How would you deal with tho case in the 
revision ? — When a man proves he was the tenant, I 
a.sk tlie ciillector if he would on that evidence rate 
him as the occujiying tenant and if the rate collector 
says he would, as in most instances he doe.s, I say, 
“since you have that man entered on the rate-book 
on the evidence before me I -will admit his claim ; but 
1 will take a note and request you to bnng his name 
before me when the jurors’ list comes on so ns to put 
him in his proper jihice on the jury list.” In many 
cases the collectors were good enough to act on th.-vt 
request. So we got several on the jury list inth.at 
way. 

4339. Have you had occasion since you became 
Revising Barrister to fine any of the collectora under 
the power you liai-e ? — Not for either want of zeal or 
energy in tlieix- work ; but on tlie last revision I had 
occasion to fine one of them. 

4340. For what?-- -For noii-attendance atmyCoiirt. 

4341. What is his name? — I believe be has ceased 
to be a, collector. 

4342. Was it Bolton? — Bolton. But I must say 
as regards all the other collectors in the Parliamentary 
and Jurore Court, their anxiety was to do everything 
that the Court expressed the slightest wish tliey 
should do, Their attendance on the Court was prompt 
and their assistance not only given with seal, but as 
far as I could ascertain with gieat accuracy. 

4343. And as far as you can judge diil they appear 
to have made reasonable inqnii'ies in the cases of the 
various persons who were making the claims? — As 
far as T could ascertain they had ; aud they frequently 
afforded me material information as regai-ds individual 
cases which enabled me to put questions that discoveied 
whether a man was claiming as aa occupier when in 
fact he was a mere lodger or a weekly tenant. 

4344. But perhaps you have found many instances 
in which they have not put upon the list persons that 
you said were entitled to be put on the list by reason 
of their being a year in occupation tliough weekly or 
monthly tenants ? — Innumerable, and when I called 
attention to tlie omissions the answer I got from the 
collectors was that they had no evidence to show they 
were tenaute from year to year, that they had no 
means of ascertaining that, but from the people in the 
house and the information they got was meagre indeed. 

4345. Had you any reason to observe tliat tliey 
were actuated by political feeling? — Most unques 
tionably not ; on either side. 

4346. Do you think that the number of colleotois 
in the city of Dublin now is sufficient to perform the 
duties as regards the jurors’ lists and the franchise 
lists ? — I doubt if I am in a position to give a positive 
answer to this question — for this reason, I am not 
myself aware of the detailed duties in the Collector- 
Goueral’s office, but from what I have heard the collec- 
tors’ duties in the office are of a veiy onerous and 
heavy character ; aud if they are as lieavy as I believe 
them to be from hearing of them I would say that the 
staff is not quite sufficient to do the duties, because the 
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out-door inquu-ies that are necessary to be made, not 
only for the collection of rates, but also for the fran- 
elii4 and the jury lists, would alone occupy a man’s 
time very considerably. I am glad the collectors are of 
that highly respectable class, that are the proper hands 
to place tliose duties in. You must consider that their 
time making those inquiries is very seriously occupied, 
•lud if they have heavy duties in the office I really 
think the staff is insufficient. 

4347. I presume there must be a great difference 
iu the diffei'ent wards as to the ti-ouble tlie collectors 
liave about the fi-anchise lists ? — There are immense 
differences I think, for instance, in the Wood-quay 
Ward and the Inns-quay Ward the difficulties of 
getting information are very greatly enhanced. 

4348. Is there any reason for that? — I think tlie 
class of people are either of the poorer class, or the 
collectors do not come in contact with the actual 
tenants, who are probably at their work when they 
call and I do not think it is reasonable to expect they 
should go round there after 6, or 7, or 8 o’clock in the 
e\ enin". Then if they go iu the middle of the day the 
men are away, and if they inquire from the women 
the women are unable to give the proper information. 
As regards Fitzwilliam Ward, the Mansion House, 
Ti-inity and South Dock, they are occupied by people 
of a far different position in life, and inquiries are not 
of a difficult character, as they would be in the other 
wards. 

4349. Have you found many instances coming 
bfifoi-e you of the names of persons appearing on the 
lists who have no right to be there, persons who are 
even dead and whoso names ought to have been sti-uck 
off?— Yes, we have, particularly at the last revision. 
There were a great many names on the list that 
li.icl been previously marked, in my handwriting in 
former lists, as dead, I tried to investigate that 
hv calling for the returns made by the Collector- 
General to the Town Clerk. I discovered that 
them was a mistake made in the return of tlie 
Collector-General, and as far as I could ascertain, 
without being veiy positive on the point, the errors 
on the list before may have occurred more from 
jninter's erroi-a — printing the lists from old type — 
than from the mistakes of the Collector-General. 

4350. Then in these cases to which you refer the re- 
turns made were cori-ect, but errors occurred in printing 
them ? — I am i-eally at a loss to from a positive opinion 
on that. But in one or two cases T investigated I cer- 
tainly found there had been a mistake made by the 
Collector-Genei-al iu his return to the Town Clerk. 
There were several other names on the list I did not 
thoroughly investigate in the same way so as to speak 
|)ositively upon it. But what I was told — and I had 
no reason to doubt it — was that many of the mis- 
takes arose from printer’s errors. Whether tliat is so 
or not I cannot positively say. 

4351. About how many days is each collector 
occupied attending your court during the revision ? — 
Well, the year before last we were occupied in the 
revision for about seven weeks. 

4352. How many collectors had you at a time? — 


Only one for each wai-d. We an-anged to take a ward m u, isrs. 
to suit the collector for the time being. i^uson, 

4353. And about how long is each collector with 

you ? Some wards took longer than others. Wood- 

quay Ward, I think, took two days. The avei-ago is 
one day, except Donnybrook district which does not 
come within the Collector-Genei-al’s. 

4354. Is there anything else you wish to suggest to 
us ? — I think not. 

4355. Jlr. Phipps. — Do you think it would facili- 
tate the matter if a wiitten application passed between 
the person desirous of being placed on the rate-book 
and the Collector-General — the Collector-General 
would then be in possession of the information ? — I 
think as the law stands at present the Collector- 
General would have the right to inquire for such 
evidence, and if satisfied that he was a yearly tenan 
or a person holding a lease or agreement of sufficient 
value, it would be his duty to put him on the rate- 
book ; and if he was once on the rate book the natural 
duty of the Collector-General would be to return him 
on iiis list to the town clerk. 

4356. I am trying to avoid the difficulty in which 
the Collector-General and his staff appear to be placed 
by being compelled under the present system to go 
about and inquire as to the names of tlie persons 
desirous of being placed on the rate-book. If a person 
is desirous to have his name placed on the rate-book, 
that person should state it in writing to the Collector- 
General ? — As the law stands every man lias a right 
to be placed on the rate-book to get the franchise, pro- 
vided he occupies separate premises. 

4357. But do you not consider- he should make an 
application either on a printed form or otherwise to 
the Collector-General? — I think before an individual 
could have a proper ground of complaint against the 
Collector-General for not putting him on the list he 
ought. 

4358. That seems to be an omission in the arrange- 
ment which throws the Collector-General’s department 
into difficulty. 

4359. Chairman. — This is how the matter stands. 

It does not depend on the desire of a man that his 
name should appear on the rate-book. He has a right 
to it, and it is the business of the Collector-General 
to see it done. As I understand the policy of the legis- 
lature is to make the putting of his name there in no 
way to depend on the man’s own desire? — Yon are quite 
right as regards the law ; but the question Mr. Phip])s 
put to mo is : suppose A B is on the rate-book, if C D 
eonsidei-s he ought to be, and in face is tho occuiiying 
tenant, C D has a right to go to the Collector-Genera] 
and get him to put him on the i-ate-boolc ; end I say 
C D should have no ground of complaint against the 
Collector-General for not putting him on the rate-book 
unless he gave him the information. 

4300. But at tlie same time it could never be a justi- 
fiable excuse in the mouth of the Collector-General 
for omitting the names of so many pei-sons in occupa- 
tion that they had not sent in a claim to him or given 
him notice? — It is because that is my view of tlio law 
that I say the Collector-General has not, iu my opinion, 
fully carried out the law. 


Mr. Henry J. M'Farlane. 


Mr. .MTarlane. 


4361. Chairman. — Mr. M'Farlane, you have been 
for many years Chairman of the North Dublin Union ? 
— Yes ; for twenty yeai-s. 

4362. Did you know anything about tlie Union 
prior to the establishment of the Collector-General of 
Rates’ Office ? — Yes, for many years. 

4363. You knew the system of collection that ex- 
isted at that time? — Yes. 

4364. But not merely I suppose the system of col- 
lection of poor rates, but also the S 3 'stem tliat existed 
in Dublin of collecting the various otJier rates ? — Yes. 

4365. I would like from a gentleman of your experi- 
ence to have your view of the policy of having the con- 
solidated rate in Dublin collected by a central office ? 


I am very much in favour of it after a considerable 

experience, even though it is stated it has not worked 
well. I recollect the mode in which tho pool- rate itself 
was collected previous to tho consolidation, and of 
course it applied to us very satisfactoi-ily ; but I cannot 
helji thinking as to the consolidated rate that if some 
precautions were taken, and some improvements iu 
bookkeeping and details, it could be veiy much im- 
proved to what it is, and quite sufficient for all practi- 
cal purposes. I took leave to bring a sheet (which 
Mr. Atkinson might have handed in the other day) 
showing the form to be filled in as obligatory on us ’by 
tlie then Poor Law Commissionei-s, under the order of 
1844, which they have been working ever since. Since 
2 A 
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m 11 , 1878. I became of age I have been a Guardian and always 
Mr, M'Farlane. ^.^t<5nding closely at tbe workhoxise. From time to 
time a return was laid before us. This sheet is given 
in Moore’s Compendium of the Poor La-vvs, and is one of 
our o^vn forms (document put in). You will see there 
columns for the names of the persons, the street, the 
amount of arrears and so fortli, with a column for 
observations as to why such and such persons were in 
arrcar, and %vhy they had not paid up at a pai-ticular 
time ; because a cii-cular came to the Board of Guar- 
dians about a year or two after that was issued, to 
get the return brought in every two or three months, 
not even to wait to the end of the year. 

4366. Tiien, do I understand that yoim collectors 
filled up this hi leisure times with tlie number of tlio 
houses in the ratebook, the names of the person from 
whom the rate is due, the amount due for last rate 
and previous arrears, and observations accounting for 
non-collection 1 — It was sent to the guardians, or laid 
on the table for investigation, and any peiBon having 
local knowledge looked over it to see how far those 
pei-sons should have paid the rate, or where there was 
a vacant house how it came to he vacant, and who was 
responsible for it. There was a great deal of local 
knowledge brought to boar on the coDection, and even 
the knowledge tliat such would be so brought to bear- 
on it had a very salutary effect upon the collection. 

4367. You are aware that the amount fixed hy the 
Act of Pai-liament as the cost of collection which the 
Collector-Geueial has a right to charge is Gel. iu the 
pound. However, it has been held, or at least acted 
upon, that certain charges, such as tdie Collector-Gene- 
ral’s o^vn salary, pensions, and law costs, can be 
charged on the rates generally over and above that 6d. 
in the pound. Go you think that Gd. in the pound is 
a sufficient sum to insure an efficient collection in the 
city? — I think it is haixlly sufficient. We give Is. in 
the country ; but of course there are conveniences in 
getting it in the country j for instance, they get large 
amounts. There is a set-off to the.se cases by the 
tvavclliug in the country ; for in tlie city they have 
not the same walking from house to house they have 
in the country. 

4368. If wo come to the conclusion tluit the staff in 
the office is not sufficient, and that the remuneration 
some of the officci's get is not sufficient, do you think 
tliat it would be an unobjectionable thing, if any legis- 
lation should take place on the subject, that the Col- 
lector-General should have power to deduct for office 
expenses a larger sum than two and a half per cent. ; 
or instead of Gd. say Od. in the pound? — I think that 
would be reasonable, and we would be quite content. 

4369. You do not think that would be an extrava- 
gant amount for collecting in the city ? — I ,do not, con- 
sidering tlie price of labour in the labour market j the 
cost of labour ha.s increased very much. 

4370. Wliat docs it cost you to collect tlio rates in 
the rural districts ? — Five per cent. 

4371. That is Is. in the pound ? — Yes ; it lias gone 
up. It is only witliin the last few years that it has 
been Is. in the pound. 

4372. You found it necessary to pay Is. ? — We have 
raised it to five pci‘ cent. 

4373. I think you said there were some changes 
which, in your opimion, might be introduced into the 
system that exists iu the Collector-General of Rates’ 
office by which the collection of rates might be made 

more efficient than it is, even without legal changes ? 

That is my own impression, and I have talked over it 
a good deal witli those conversant with such matters. 
They do not know why there should not be a better 
collection. 

4374. What changes would you suggest? — In the 
collection, especially, we thuik it very objectionable to 
have the collectors changed from their districts, hlen 
each year become more valuable in tlieir district; be- 
cause they are continually acquiring more infonnation 
as to individuals connected with property in the dis- 
trict. 

4375. I suppose you also approve of a system some- 


thing like that which you refeiTed to, in which the 
names of defaulters would be published from time to 
time? — We think if sheets of that kind were filled bv 
the Collector-Genei-al and laid on the tables of the 
Boards of Guardians and tlie Corporation, it would be 
attended U'ith very great advantage. 

4376. That information might in that way be got in 
reference to those people which otherwise would not be 
obtained ? — Yes ; aud I have stated already the very 
^owledge that such was the case would have a very 
important effect upon the defaulter. 

4377. There is a thing that struck me very forciblv 
iu the course of this inquiry, and that is, the late 
period at which legal proceedings are taken for the re- 
covery of rates. The system appeare to be this, that the 
rates ai-e practically collected twice iu the year by two 
instalments, aud if the rate of the first half year be 
paid in that half year, accoi-ding to Mr. Mooney’s 
evidence no proceedings ai-e taken till the August of 
tlie foUo\ving year to recover tlie rates of the second 
half year. Do you tliink if a little more energy were 
shown in that department it might make a considerable 
change?— Not only that, but we think the collection 
has been delayed veiy much at the beginning of the 
year. We complain very much of not getting in funds 
iu the spring. We know that many persons on the 

Boaid have not been asked for the rates have not 

had the collector in their districts ; and their neigli- 
bonrs they say state the same thing. We tlimk 
if tlie Collector-General could get the collectors out 
sooner it would have an impoi-tant effect. I take 
leave to say here, lest I should forget it, I always 
received the gi-eatest courtesyin the ColIector-Genei-al’s 
office during the twenty years I have been going there. 
Any suggestion was courteously received, and the col- 
lectors were called up and lectured in my presence. 
There was some observation made here that there 
was an appai-cut want of ooiu-tesy in dealing ivith 
public men ; I must say, as Cliairmsm of tlie Board of 
Guardians, I always received the gi-eatest coui-tesy 
from both the present Collector-General and his prede- 
cessor. 

4378. We have been told tliat the collectois for 
the last few years have not got their books tOl tlie 
month of March, or till the year was very far advanced. 
That has a tendency to delay the collection. Do you 
think an increase in the staff is requhed to enable 
them to have their books earlier in the year— eaily 
in January? — Oh, no doubt. 

4379. And they would be in a position to begin 
then- collection at that time? — Certainly; I am not 
expressing my own opinion merely. It is a poiutthat 
has been veiy frequently discussed in my presence, and 
the greatest suiqirisc expressed why the collectors were 
not at work. I never could understand the reason, 

4380. Have you formed any opinion as to the number 
of collectors — whether the present staff is sufficient?— 

I have no means of knowing myself, except that I have 
been told frequently by the Collector-General that the 
men were overworked, and could not get the work 

4381. And you yourself have not considei'ed that ?— 
No. 

4382. ' Explain to us what you were mentioning a 
few minutes ago about the system by which separate 
valuations are taken for premises, and the objection 
raised in the Valuation Office to it ? — I am rather in 
the dark about it myself, except that I am the medium 
through whom applications are made. I wished to get 
the infoimation from you and The MacDormot. The 
application comes to me for a separate rating as Chair- 
man of the Board of Guardians. I send it to the 
Valuation Office, where they consider what is to be 
done with it, and we hear no more about it, until we 
see tlio result at the end of the year in the revised list. 
But an opinion has been obtained, and I saw reference 
made to it in court the other day by Judge Barry that 
he had given it when Attorney-General and in Parlia- 
ment, against the separate ratings I referred to. 

4383. That is a different matter. That was in 
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reference to the Collector-Gencra.1 of Rates Office. The 
opinion to -which Judge Barry referred was an opinion 
friven by himself, and also an opinion by Judge 
\Varreii, that in the Collector-General of Bates Office 
they should not put on the rate books or on the list 
they sent for the purpose of the franchise, persons -who 
were rated at sums between £i and .£8, or indeed 
above £8, if they were weekly or monthly tenants ; 
that it was only in the case of yearly tenants their 
names should appear. But tliis circumstance about 
separate valuation is diflerent, because there are 
circumstances hi which pei-sons are entitled, i.e., ifthe 
structures were separate, such as places we have heard 
ofj I am alluding to applications made to me by per- 

sons having a first floor with a separate entrance. 

Mr. Taaffe. — The question was raised in the case of 
Mr. Tristram Kennedy’s property in Henrietta-street, 
-where he lias large houses let in cluunbcrs, and the 
Commissioner of Valuation actually did divide tlie 
premises ; but the Collector-General was advised that 
he could not act ou that sub division, inasmuch as 
they had one common liall and staii-case. That is the 
question Mr. llI'Barlaue was addressing liimself to. 

4384. But iis fai- as the Commissioner of Valuation 
is concerned, no difficulty was raised by him? — Yes. 
Since that opinion was taken the Commissioner of 
Valuation has not sub-divided that class of property. 
Thei-e was another case in the North Dock Ward of 
e.'mctly the same class of houses. Eight large houses 
were built by Bewlcy, Webb, & Co,, shipbuilders, and 
tliey were divided into tlurty-two separate valuations 
of £4 eacli ; but after ho obtoined the opinion tlie 
Commissioner made them eight houses instead of 
ihirty-two. 

4385. Mr. M'Farlane, you wish to explain to us 
that you are the medium through which those applica- 
tions pass and you know notliing further about them? 

Mr. M'FoA-lane. — Yes; tlie applications come to 
me as chaii-inan of the Boiu-d of Guardians, and it rests 
with me to send them on. As a rule I send them on; 
but as to the last application for forty separate ratings 
I stated there was a technical objection — first of all 
the applicant -was a ratepayer in -the south union, lie 
did not reside in the north ; uudi believe, the applicar 
tion fell through in consequence of that. But if ho 
had been a ratepayer in the North Dublin Union, it 
would be still a question for the Commissioner of 
Valuation to consider, and I believe in that case he 
■would not have valued them in consequence of this 
opinion prevailing which hiis been rcfc'-red to. I did 
not refer to the case of Mr. Tristram Kennedy’s pro- 
perty, 

438G. Is there any other matter, Mr. hI'Farlane, to 
which you wish to refer? — As regards the consolidation 
of rates, I presume that it is not ■^\•itilin tlie scope of your 
inquiry to make auy reference to going back to the old 
principle of poor rate beuig collected by iteelf ; buthear- 
ingitverymuchspoken-of outside of thegreat iulvantagc 
that accrued from gettirig in our poor rates so quickly 
•lud so well, I was afraid there might be a disposition 
on the pai-t of some people to go back to the old system. 
J am entirely against that. I think there should bo 
a consolidation of all our rates throughout the whole 
country. It is a question that is occupying attention 
in England and elsewhere, how far ‘rates could be 
consolidated; and I look with great interest on the 
office of the Collector-General here, as .an illustration 
of what could be extended over the country. I hope 
nothing will appear- in the report against consolidation 
of the rates. I want to give an illnstratiou, For 
sanitai-y purposes wo have to get money out of both 
the Grand Jury cess and the poor rate. Siu-faco 
dr, linage and sewerage arc so much identified in some 
jiarts of the urban and suburban districts, mid par- 
ticularly where the country runs close to the city 
dii'isions, that it -would be of the greatest importance, 
in my opinion, that the Grand Jul-y cess should bo all 
collected and expended tlirough the same body. I 
hope legislation will go in the direction of the consoli- 
dation of rates. 


4387. And of course tliere is another important Feb. ii, istj. 

party whose interests should be consulted in these ijli^rlane, 
mattei-s namely, the i-atepayers themselves. It would 

be desirable to have the rates consolidated to avoid 
repeated applications to them by different collectors ? 

— I think those who pay their rates regularly prefer 
the consolidation very much. 

4388. Mr. Phipps. — Witliregard tothisretui-n, you 
propose to be furnished to the guardians showing the 
arrears uncollected from time to tiine^ — -would you re- 
quii-e it quai-teiiy? — We would be satisfied to get it 
annually. I submit it would be for the advantage of 
the tax payers to get it annually or half-yearly. 

4389. Do not you tliink that tlie financial circum- 
stances of the Collector-General should be taken into, 
consideration, and that a list of this kind should be- 
prepared after an influx of money into the office? — 

That is the reason I say we would take it half-yearly. 

4390. A very large sum of money is received at 
stated intei-vals, aud if a list of this kind were to 
follo-w as soon as convenient, it would give more 
information ? — There was no prescribed period, even 
by the order. 

4391. For instance, if it wore submitted quarterly, 
it would be of very little use at the end of March. 

I’he collection is not advanced during the first quarter 
of the year-. The collectors are emjiloyed with other 
duties, and the collection, to a ceitain extent, is sus- 
pended whilst those duties are being perfoi-me<!? — I 
repeat that we -would be quite satisfied to got the return, 
even annually, 

4392. Chaikmak. — Ifyou got it at the beginning of 
November or December each year, it would be a very 
convenient time? — What we have sought from time 
to time is to get that information in the month of 
January after the collection is over. We did not prcss 
for it during the collection ; but it is the names of 
those who were in arrear we -wanted to see. If we got 
it once a year after the collections close on the 1st 
J auuary I think that ought to be convenient to the office. 

4393. Is there anything more, Mr. M'Farlane? — I 
happened to be chah-man of a Committee both of 
the North and South Unions and the Coiqmration, 
consideiing a change in the la-vv for the collection of 
the rates ; but I tbink the resolutions come to on the 
occasion were adopted because they were submitted by 
the Collector-General, and we were anxious to acquiesce 
in his wishes as to the changes that would give liim 
more power. 

4394. We have got the bill before us? — Several 
gentlemen acquiescing in that sliowed our desire in 
any way we could to facilitate the Collector-General, 
and that having regard to his responsible position, 
when ho recommended tliat bill, we ought to support 
him, which we did, considering that our own unions 
were eiubai-rassed by the non-collcctiou of our rates. 

4395. You think that a great deal might be done 
-\>-itli the law, as it is, and some changes in the office ? 

— And the auditing of the accounts. We attacli very 
gi-eat importance to tlie auditing of the accounts. In 
some of our ownjirintcd accounts, as ;in illustration of 
the intimate connexion bet-\veen the collection of poor 
rate and Grand Jui-jacess, tlicvo is an account of £30 
expended through the County Sui-veyor, an officer of 
the Grand Jui-y, towards sanitary pui-poses, merely 
because it was surface drainage, and that portion 
ought to be paid by the Graud Jury Cess. 

4396. You have to pay it out of your rates? — Wo 
shouldgotthis from the Grand Jui-y. Under the Sanitary 
Act there is so much cnginccrmg to be done — it is no 
harm to refer to it, for it is the same in the city — that 
we should be in favour of keeping up the consolida- 
tion of tiic taxes. There is such an intijr.atc 
connexion between the keeping of the streets, tiic? 
scavenging and cleansing for sanitary purposes, psu-tiy 
a matter of Grand Jury cess, and partly a matter of- 
poor-rate, it is a very important -public question that 
there should be a oonsolidation of the rates-al! over the 
counti-y. We pay over £1,000 a ycai-, asavill bo seen by 
the abstract of accounts (put in) for sanitai-y purposes. 
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m ^878. 4397. It -was suggested that there might be some 

Mr. M-Fatlane economy of time by having a different system of al- 
location. Where you present when Mr. Perry was 
examined to-day I — I was not. 

4398. At the present time the amounts are allocated 

each week, and that allocation is one that goes into 
the most minute detail. In point of fact the amount 
which each Board gets at the end of the week is the 
precise amount it should get, and Mr. Perry mentioned 
that the clerk employed making out this system of 
allocation takes four days in the week to do it, and he 
suggests that an amount should be allocated to the 
Boards on account — that is, not brought down to a 
penny or a shilling, but that the various Boards should 
get the money, and the accurate allocation take place 
only once in three months. Tlie result of this he said 
would be a saving of time in the office. There is a 
difference of opinion as to whether it would effect a 
saving of time. On looking at it from the point of 
view of the Boai-ds, would you approve of that change 
or see any objection to it? — We would ratlier have it 
done weekly. 

4399. "Weekly ?— Certainly. First of all as regards 
the collection of the rate, tlie rate-payers could not 
understand why at one time in the year we would 
haye^ £2,000 to our credit, and tlien insist upon 
striking in two months from that a heavier rate than 
the year before. The result of that was that three or 
four yeai-s ago we were in a difficulty with our banker. 
We could not induce the majority of the guardians 
to look sufficiently into the account and see although 
we had money to our credit in the bank, before the end 
of the year we would be £3,000 or £4,000 in debt in 
fact. The bank cannot lend to us on interest; and there- 
fore it is sometimes necessary to be in debt to the bank 
^,000 or £3,000 or £4,000, and I think that would 
be added to veiy much by not getting the weekly 
amounts. Thanks to the present Secretary of the 
Bank of Ireland, who saw the position we were in and 
suggested tliat as we could not pay them interest for 
the loau of money we should have an account curreut, 
and that when we had so much money to our credit 


they would allow us interest and have a senarat? 
account. In tliat way there is a sum of £l7o orlH 
allowed us by the bank for interest, though we wer 
a good portion of the time in debt to the bank iu con* 
seqimnce of the collection not being sufficiently early 

4400. The suggestion was not that the money should 
not be transferred to the Boards as heretofore but 
that the accurate allocation should not be made” but 
a transfer on account, going as near as could be under 
the circumstances, and the accurate allocation mnd„ 
quarterly? — That might be done. 

4401. Mr. Phipps— Tbe effect of that would be U 
hand you over your money earlier than now, because 
tlie matter would not be delayed for calculation We 
would have no objection to that. We had an illustra- 
tion of that very lately, owing to some delay in makiiur 
out the account accurately. Since the sitting of this 
Commission we were told the reason we got no weekly 
return, I think for a fortniglit, was that the staff ivere 
IE attendance on the Commission here ; and it put us 
to a gi-eat deal of inconvenience, for at that time we 
Iiad agam to ask the bank to give us a couple of thoiis 
and pounds. 

4402. But under the proposed system you would 
have had a large portion on account on the 1st 
January, because they would not have to make a 
calculation? — The suggestion came from me “If you 
cannot make up your account for the week, send us so 
miicli on account.” It has been done within the last 
month. 

Chairman. — It is really a question of economisiu" 
tame iu the office, and it is one of those things with 
regard to whicli there are arguments for and against? 
— It is_ entirely a matter of cletaO in the office; but 
thoughitmay cause a little pressure to allocate weekly it 
would be better to get the money weekly and have the 
accounts made up weekly ; because it seems owintr to 
the system of accounts in the office, if tliey get a few 
weeks behind they yvill find it rather hard to pull up. 
We feel there should be rather a pressure to have the 
accounts made up at the end of the week. 


Mr. Evans. 


Mr. J OHN H. Evans examined. 


4403. Chairman. — You are secretary to the Batli- 

minos and Bathgar Commissioners? Yes. 

4404. It has been mentioned in tlie course of tins 
inquiry that your Commissioners, under a local Act, 
possess i)owei-s for the purpose of enabling them to 
levy rates whicli the Colleetor-Geneml of Bates iu 
Dublin has not got, and it has been suggested tliat it 
would be desirable to assimilate that power, so tliat, 
so far as the collection of rates is concerned, tlie 
Collector-General of Bates in the city would have the 
same power as the Commissioners in Rathmiues and 
Bathgar. For information in i-espect of that we wish 
to have your evidence. What rates do the Rathminos 
and Bathgar Commissioners strike? — An impi-ovemeut 
I'ato. 

4405. To what extent have tliey the power of im- 
posing that rate. What is the maximum? — Two 
slullmgs in the pound. Except for a sinking fund, and 
intere.st rate or a saiiitaiy rate, we have been advised 
we have full powers to raise it, but tlie power under 
the sjiecial Act of ’47 limits us to 2s. iu the pound, 
except witli the consent of a meeting of the ratepayers 
and the limit is 2s. 6d. then. 

4406. What is the average rate you strike ?— Last 
year for tlie firat time it was increased to 2s. id. 

4407. Before that was it more than 2s. ? — No, and 
on two occasions it wa.s as low as Is. Gd. and Is. 8c^. 

4408. How many collectora have you ?— Two. 

4409. Are theypaid by poundage? — No, by salary. 

_ 4410. What amount do they collect ?— The distrik 

IS divided as equally as possible. We take the main- 
road and have an cast and west district. Last year 
t he rates being 2s. id. one collector had £5,400 and 
the other had £5,200. 


4411. What salary do your collectora get"!— One 
collector got £160 last year. The other collector was 
ouly m for two yearn, and his salary was only £125. 
This year it will be higher. They got an increase since 
tile l.st Januaiy last. 

4412. That would be about 2^ per cent, cost of 
collection 1— About six pence in the pound. My Board 
do not wish to pay the collectors by poundage. They 
prefer giving a salaiy. 

_ 4413. Wliat amount of loss if any has there been 
inthecollection duringthe last two years ? — The loss has 
been very little ; no loss whatever in fact. There was 
a rate struck on the 1st January, 1877, a rate of 
£10,822, ami up to last Monday the amount paid in 
was £10,790, being only £32 altogether outstanding. 

4414. And tlie year before that what was it?— 
Aliout the same amount. I can give you a feiv items 
V liich will sliow it. Our losses during ten years pre- 
viously on outstanding rates was only £35. 

4415. Arc unoccupied premises subject to rating? 
— They are. There is no exemption. 

4410, Who pays the rates in respect of such piv- 
mises ?— The next incoming tenant we make iiay tliem, 
or tlie landlord, or the owner. 

441^. Is it the occupier whose name you put down 
as being primarily liable? — All occupiers over £10, 
and ownera under £10, that is clearly defined in our 
Act of Parliament. 

4418. Give the reference to the section ?— The 40tli 
section of the 10 & 11 Vie., chap. 253, local and per- 
sonal, tlie 40th section makes the owner the person 
rated when under £10, and under the 41st section 
where the owner is not named the person ivceiving the 
rant IS designated the owner. 
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4419 That is where the owner is not known ? — Yes, 
it is sufficient for the purposes of the rate that the re- 
ceiver of the rent is deemed the o^vner. 

i420 Whom does the rate collector go to m the first 
instance to receive the rates ?— Our district differs from 
others in this respect. A great number of the land- 
lords pay the rates, and in those cases when the land- 
lord pays the rates, the collector never goes to the occu- 
mers as he is aware the rates are paid by the landlord. 
•Curiously enough in one district Uie collector has more 
cases of landlords who pay the rates, and the other 


collector more occupiers. „ , 

4421. The collector has the right to collect tiie 
rates at the premises themselves, and if the rates are 
Eot paid he has the right to disti-aiii 1— Yes. 

4422- He has the right always to go against tlie 
occupier whether the occupier is primarOy liable or not, 
assuming that he does not got tiie rates from anyone 
else 5— Under power of the Act of 1802, he can go 
against the premises; the Act of 1847 only gave us 
power against the person i-ated, and tliat was our difli- 
culty. 

4423. When you had only that power was there a 
large deficiency in the collection 1 — In 1807 our 
aneai-s varied from £400 and upwards, and now they 


are clown to a minimum. 

4424. Before 1862, your only power was to go 
against the person rated? — Yes, we had power to 
summon them and under a decree to follow the pro- 
perty anywhere, but it was attended with great cliffi- 
cultv. 

4425. Before 1862 were unoccupied premises rated ? 
— Always. 

4426. Tlien of course you got the decree against 
the owner? — Yes. 

4427. Since 1862 how is it that you make the 
premises liable? — By the power we possess under the 
section of tlie Act. 

4428. How do you work out the section of the 
Act. Bo you wait until another tenant comes in? — 
'That is what we do. 

4429. If there is any an-ear of rates, have you 
power to sell the premises ? — I will read the section 
•of the Act which I think is veiy clear. It gives very 
ample power. It is the 36th section ; — 

“ In adilition to otlier powers for tlie recovery of rates, the Com- 
missioners may distrain forratesand arrears of rates under this Act, 
and in case of sufliuient disli-ess not being found, to recover tlis 
amount by action, plaint or other proceeding the Court may direct.” 


4430. That is the later Act. Is there any definition 
of owner there, except the definition in tlie other Act? 
— None, the sole definition of owner is in the Act of 
1847. Infact it was inconsequenceofthe difficulties we 
were under, under tlie Act of 1847, when we wanted 
to amend tie Act attaching a now district, that I 
suggested this clause and I wrote the clause myself. 

4431. "Was thei-e any ojipositioii to that Act of 
1862 before the Committee of the House of Commons ? 
— The Grand Jury objected, but it was a mere 
techuical objection. 

4432. Was there any discussion on that section 
you read? — Not that I remember. 

4433. I believe in the old Act the premises even 
when unoccupied were liable to rates ; has that ever 
caused dissatisfaction in Bathmincs or Eathgar? — 
It has at times of course. Owners think badly of paying 
for ju'cmises wliicli ai-e unproductive, but Bathmincs 
and Bathgarwere subject to the Grand Jury rate, and 
there is no exemption from the Grand Jury rate. 

4434. You have got the improvement rate as a sub- 
stitute for the Grand Jury rate? — Yes. There is no 
excraptiou from Grand Jury rate in any pai-t of Ireland 
that I am aware of. 

4435. Is there much house property in Batlimines 
unoccupied ? — A mere trifle at present. There are not 
many houses that could claim e.xemption for non-occu- 
pancy, 

4436. If there was a change in the law made in 
Bublin as regards the collection of rates, such, for 
instance, as to render unoccupied houses liable for the 


rates, do you think it would press moi-e hardly on Feb, ii, isrs- 

owners of'property in Bublin, where there might not 

be so great a demand for houses than in Eathmines or 

Rathgar ? — It might. From my experience of collec- 

tionsri find making the owers pay has the effect of 

making them more anxious to let their- houses. 

4437. I would imagine that owners, as a general 
rule, would be anxious to let tlieir houses i-ather than 
they should be improductive? — I don’t know that. 

4438. Have you often to go into court to sue for 
rates in the towjisliip? — Since the time of tlie intro- 
duction of the clause into the Act of 1862 it was only 
three times pub in force, and never to extremes. 

4339. In what way was it put in force ?— Making 
distresses. There were only three distresses made 
within the last fifteen years. 

4440. Have you ever sued in the Civil Bill Court ? 

It was not necessary. 

4441. It was never necessary to take legal pro- 
ceedings except on three occasions? — Never, except 
what I mentioned within the last fifteen years, 

4442. As regards the Peinbi-oke township and 
Blackrock towDshij), have the Commissioners the same 
powers you have under the local Act ? — They have not 
the strong powers we have. 

4443. At the time you drafted that clause in the 
Act of Parliament which you read had you any prece- 
dent for it, or had you any correspondence in r-eference 
to it before you inti-oduced it into the draft Bill? — 7 
None whatever. We acted quite independently our- 
selves. The origin of the clause was the difficulty 
experienced at the Police Courts of obtaining decrees 
against occupiers. If a party was not rated we could 
not summon them, and before any distress or any 
other proceeding could be taken they would have left, 
perhaps, and the new pai-by would not be liable. 

4444. Were there many abortive proceedings at that 
time ?— Several. The proof of it is the amount of ar- 
rcaa-s to which I already referred. 

4445. Bo you keep your collectors in the same dis- 
trict ahviiys, or do you change them? — We never 
change them. My experience is that if a man makes 
a good collection in a district, it is not pi-udent to re- 
move him from that district. He knows the right 
time to go to a ratepayer for the rates, and he knows 
there are times it is useless to go to him. 

4446. What season of the year do you commence to 
collect the rates? — We commence at once on the rate 
beiii" sti-uck. Our rate was struck on the ] st of J anu- 
ary last, five weeks ago, at £11,256, and £2,041 of it 
was lodged up to last Satuixlay. 

4447. Is it a single rate ? — It is payable in two 
moieties. The ratepayei-s have the option of paying in 
two moieties or in full. 

4448. Wlien they jiay both moieties together do 
they get any rebate? — None whatever. About one- 
sixth of our ratepayers pay both together. 

4449. When do you insist on the first moiety being 
paid ? — We don’t take proceedings until after the 1st 
July. We could not, as it is optional witli the rate- 
payers to pay it in one moiety or two, and -we could not 
get a decree against them. 

4450. What season of tlie year have you the 
rate books ready for collection? — The 1st of Janu- 
ary in each year. Wo have very little rates 
out on the 1st Becembev. We have not £100 out on 
the 1st December. 

4451. As regards the preparation of the books, is 
the same coui-se followed iu your district as in the 
Collector-General’s office of preparing the books, or do 
you let the collectors prepare them ! — 1 prepare the 
assessment, and the collectors copy their collecting 
hooks from that, but both collectors liave them the 
very day the rate is struck. The rate is made out on 
the 1st of January, and the collectors arc Imiuled their 
hooks before 12 o’clock that day. We find it a great 
advantage for our collectors to get out early, 

4452. Are there many premises in Bathiniiies let 
in tenements or in rooms? — Not many. 

4453. In cases wliere tliei-c are such have you ex- 
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ta. 11 , 187S, perienced difficulty in finding who are the parties who 
Mr. E ^0 ^®sponsible for the rates? — Tlie .£10 valuation 

covers tliat. The class of holdings of that kind are not 
above £10. 

4454. Generally speaking, you say the landlord pays 
the rates 1 — Not, gcnei-ally speaking ; but a good deal. 

4455. Do you know whether in any of the town- 
ships there is a provision in the Act giving a person 
who pays tJie entire rate early in the year- a rebate in 
consecpience of paying the entire sum ! — I do not. I 
often heard it suggested and spoken of, but I do not 
think that it would act. 

4456. Why not? — Because the people who pay 
would come in whether they got a rebate or not, and 
no rebate would induce others to come. 

4457. There is authority given imder some Act of 
Parliament, that where the occupier of a house is 
rated, if the landlord chooses to come in, he may com- 
pound the rates. Do you know of tliat? — I heard it 
suggested some years ago, but it was never earned out 
in any place that I am aware of. 

4458. In Rathmines it would make no jierceptible 
difference? — No ; it would not. 

4459. I suppose your collectors have notliing to do 
with the franchise ? — Nothing to do with tlie franchise. 
A few years ago they had to prepare a general list 
■wliich embarrassed them very much. They have 
nothing to say to that of late years, 

4460. Who are the collectors who deal with that? 

The poor rate collectoi's. 

4461. Your collectors have nothing to do with any- 
thing except the collection of rates ? — No. 

4462. Do they engage in .any other employment ? — 
No ; the Board don’t allow them. They are obliged 
to give tbeii- full time. 

4463. You spoke of one collector beiug a new man; 

do you increase with length of service the salary ? 

No ; it is left to the consideration of the Board. 
There is no rule. 

4464. Have you done so in any instance ? — We 
have a collector who hasbeoniu tlieservice for ten years 
and he gets a larger salary tlian the other. We had only 
four collectors since the formation of the township. 
The first retired and the second got into bml health. 

4465. What fund have you to apply to superannua- 
tion ? — Had it not been for the Sujierannuation Act, 
which ]>assed a few years ago we had none, and until 
that came into force, wo could not suijerannuate an 
officer no matter who he was. 


44.66, Is the effect of tliat Act to enable vou t 
pay tlie superannuation out of the rates ?— Yes’ it ' 

4467. I suppose there is no staff requirecl in tf' 
township as regards the collection of i-ates bevo„a 
tbe two collectoi-s ? — Trvo collectors only. ' 

4468. They make lodgments weekly ?— They lod? 

every Monday moi-ning ; and furuish-a return of the cd 
lection at the same time which is checked by me an ! 
the bank lodgment is produced. These returns’ am 
checked over by our audit committee once a mnrtn 
and cei-tilied. * “ 

4469. You in your office keep separate books for 
the collection of rates?— Yes; the collectors’ books 
show the amount assessed to them, the amount col- 
lected each week and uncollected. 

4470. Do you keep that account with each of your 
collectors ? — The collector’s book I speak of is tanta- 
mount to a ledger account. I will produce tlie book 
to-morrow if you wish. It show.s each Monday how 
mucli is out and how much is collected. 

4471. Is that book balanced at tlie end of each 
year ? — It shows the amount uncollected at tlie end of 
tlie year, and that is brought to the arrears of the rate 
book. It shows the name of the pai'ty owing the 
an-eare, and why it was not collected. 

4472. Do you ever wiite off any of those arream as 
bad debts?— I liave only three instances of liavin<- 
to strike them off, that is, where houses became 
dilapidated and we had no means of getting it. 

4473. Since 1862 there were two or three instances 
of it ? — That is all. 

4474. Before that how did yon deal with it?— 
Brought them before a committee which decided if 
they were collectible, and if the committee decided 
they were not collectible, we wrote them off. 

'4475. Who audits your accounts ? — Now the Local 
Government Board auditor. 

4476. Ml-. Brooks. — There is no public list of the 
ratepayers in Eathmincs ? — No, except a list prepared 
for voters at the time of election for our own purposes. 

4477. Is that list made public? — Yes; undei-the 
Act of Parliament anyone applying for it must get it. 

4478. Is the amount for which the premises occu- 
pied are rated also published ? — Oh, no, except in the 
rate book ; the rate book shows evcrytliino-, 

4479. I don’t know whether in Y/mwi’s Direcfmy 

such information is set forth opposite the premises! 

It is. 


Mr. Thomas Edmondson examined. 


4480. Chairman. — I believe an association of 
whicli you in-e the honorary secretary has re- 
cently been formed of persons wbo are liable to be 
called on to serve as jurors in Dublin, an association 
for their own protection?— Yes. It was established at 
my instigation in 1875, We found tliere were errors 
in the summoning of jurore,' and other ii-regularities, 
and we combined to form this Jurors’ Association 
primarily to have those errors- and irregularities in- 
vestigated and corrected as far as possible. 

4481. Are there many mcinbei-s belonging to tlic 
association?— Several hundred. I don’t know the 
exact number at present. 

4482. Is there a committee formed ? — Yes, an in- 
fluential cominittco. Mr. Edmonds, whom I sec here, 
is our assistant secretary. 

4483. Our inquiry is confined to this — To ascci-tain 
that the collectors of rates in the city, and also the staff 
in the Collector-Gcncrars Oflice discharge in a propei- 
manner the duty the law imposes on them. We don’t 
seek to make any suggestions as regards the amend- 
ment of tlie J urors Act, but it is our duty to see that 
as the law stands, the Collector-Gcncrars Office and tlie 
colicctoi-s themselves pei-foi-m the duties the law imposes 
on them, and that there is no negligence or careless- 
ness in the performance of tliose duties. It is -with 
reference to tliat we wish information ?— I understand 
clearly. 


4484. What is your idea of the duty of the collectors 
under the Juroi-s Acts ?— They liave to get the names 
of the men liable to serve as jurors, and to make tlie 
usual annual return to the Collector-General’s office, 

4485. As to these returns, there is a slight discrep- 
ancy between the two Acts of Parliament. Tlie 
returns must show the exemptions and disqualifi- 
cations ?— Cleai-ly. That is one of tlie points to whicii 
we drew the attention of the Collector-Genci-al’s office 
some time iigo. 

4486. There is a section in the recent Act of Parlia- 
ment that the names of jurors who are disqualified or 
properly exempted, should not appear oi/ the lists, 
but on a form supplied ; tliere is a column on which tlie 
exemptions are stated ?— That is on the precept. 

4487. As a result, assuming that the duties ivcro 
properly performed, it would make little diticreiice 
whether the namc of an exempted person was omitted 
altogether or jrat in with a statement of exemption i 
■ I tJimk, as far as the investigation of my committee 
is concerned, it is important tlie ground on wliich anv- 
oue’s name is omitted should bo set forth in a proper 
column. We take the list as returned, and unless we 
have tlie reasons for exemi>tions it is impossible for us 
to obtain the accuracy we desire. 

4488. Your view as to what should be done is that 
the name should appear, and that tho exempted iieison 
should have the cause of the exemption stated in a 
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colucm, so as to give an opportunity for investigation 1 

Clearly. Precisely as is done in the case of the 
County Jui-ors’ Lists. There is a book on the table 
which shows that. 

44.89. Let us see that book, please. This follows 
exactly the terms of the precept in the Act of Parlia.- 

jjjgjjt?l_Yes. 

•4490. Is there any difference between this book 
and the book kept by tlic Collector-General?— The 
(Collector-General provides a column in his book, but 
it is not made much use of. 

4491. As a matter of fact I believe the advice given 
on the part of the Government to the poor rate 
collectors throughout the country, is to keep such a 
form and have it filled up, stating the various causes 
of exemption, -whether the person is a clergyman, 
whether a person is over sixty-five years of age, &c., 
but I am not a-ware ' that the Collector-General got 
any special directions on that point. They appear to 
have acted differently? — Yes. 

4492. Do you think it would be desii-ablc to follow 
the practice in the counties sho-wing the cause of ex- 
emption, whether because of age or otherwise? — 
Ceitauily, as a check on en-or and possible favouritism 
in omitting a name supposing such a thing were pos- 
sible. 

4493. That is one change you -would suggest. 
Is tliei-e anything else ? — In some cases the collectors 
ou"ht to exercise more care in inquiring and re- 
turning the lists of those liable to serve on juries. We 
have had occasion to point out some errors to them. 

1 wrote myself pointing out some half dozen of names 
which I picked out from my own personal knowledge, 
and in respect of which there were gross errors 
which should not have' occurred. In consequence 
of that the Collector-General enjoined more care on tlie 
part of the collectors in future. 

4494. There are two classes of errors which might 
be made by those who are engaged in making up these 
lists — one is that names may be put here which 
ought to be omitted or rather that names may be 
jmt in of those -who are exempt, and the exemption 
not stated ; and then on the other hand there may 
be the opposite error — ^that the names of persons who 
ought to be jurors and who ought to be on the jurore 
list, do not ai^pear there. Has your attention been 
called in these jurors lists to the names of persons 
-whose names appear there -without a statement of 
exemption or disqualification when in reality there 
ought to be such statement. Have you met %vith any 
such cases? — I have met -\vith numerous instances in 
which persons over age are inserted in the list, and 
no ground of exemption put opposite their names. 

4495. Do you think that that is the largest class of 
eiTors — the cases in which persons are put down who 
are over age, and the feet of their being so not inserted? 
— I should think it is, but as I have not myself per- 
sonally attended the Kevision Court I am unable to 
say definitely. The assistant secretary of the associ- 
ation attended the Revision Court on the occasion of 
its last sitting, and he will be able to speak on the 
point to which you refer better than I can. 

4496. What would strike us at first sight as the 
thing for the collector to get information upon is the 
age of the juror. Is there any -^-ay in which you 
would suggest the collector could get information 
upon that point that he does not use now ? — I think 
that when once anyone’s claim to exemption is estab- 
lished satisfactorily either -to the Collector-General 
himself or in the Revision Court, I do not think it 
should be necessary for that gentleman to have to 
come every year -to the Revision Court to claim his 
exemption, but I think it should be recorded carefully 
that he is exempt, aud that he should have no further 
trouble in the matter. 

4497. Have you found cases in which a gentle- 
man was exempt, being over sixty-five years of 
ago, and in the following year the same name aj>pears 
on the list — have there been such cases to your know- 
ledge ? — ^This is the first year in which the age has 


been raised to sixty-five. It was sixty up to last Fa. ii, lars. 
year, and the consequence is that I suppose everyone Edmonl- 
previously exempt has been put on tlie list this year-, gon‘ 
because though they were exempt last year by reason 
of being over sixty, they have no legal claim to ex- 
emption this year if the person is not over sixty-five 
years. I should state in fairness to the Collector- 
General that this year in preparing the list there was 
that difficulty. But in every futui-e proceeding in 
comiexion -with a change in the list it is desii-able that 
a note should be taken of all the changes and claims 
for exemption, and tliat parties who have this year 
proved tlioir right to be exempted, -will not be put to 
thetiwble again of going to the Revision Court to 
prove then- claims afresh. 

4498. Before this year did you find that the names 
of gentlemen pre-viously exempted by reason of being 
over sixty, appeared on the list for subsequent years? 

— I have not unfrequently been in coui-t myself 
on juries ; I have seen gentlemen come fomvard and 
heard them claim exemption from service on the ground 
tliat they -were over age. 

4499. But then have they also stated that tliey had 
ever satisfied the Revising Barrister or the Collector- 
General of Rates of that fact, and that yet in subse- 
quent yeai's they had been put on the list? — That I 
am not able to speak to. 

4500. 1 suppose you ^vill agree -with me that there ik 
some excuse on the question of over age for a collector 
once putting a gentleman on the list who subsequently 
states that he is over sixty yeai-s, because sometimes it 
is a delicate thing to get information about a gentle- 
man’s age ; but there is no excuse for its being done a 
second and third time. Have you obseiwed at all 
whetber such a thing has been done a second time 1— 

I cannot say of my own knowledge that it has. 

4501. So far as regards age. Have you found 
that gentlemen exempt by reason of tlieir professions 
— of then- being apothecaries for instance — I think 
that is a class specially mentioned in the Act of Par- 
liament — sometimes appear upon the J urors List, it not 
being stated that they are exempt. Have cases of that 
kind come under your notice? — I cannot at present re- 
member any specific case of that kind. 

4502. Do yon know the provisions of the last Jury 
Act — ^that of 1876 — which introduces new qualifica- 
tions for jurors apart altogether from the occuiiation 
of premises — such, for instance, as men who are free- 
holders and' so on. Is it your experience that that 
clause of the Act has been worked at all by the col- 
lectors, to any great extent? — Yes ; I believe they 
have -worked that clause. Another qualification was 
that of directors of public companies, and I know of my 
own personal knowledge that a great many directors 
of public companies have been put on the list who 
were not on it before. Some escaped to my knowledge, 
but it was only reasonable to expect that such would 
be the case in the first year of the working of any new 
Act of Parliament. 

4503. ‘Were freeholders not in occupation put on 
the list in pursuance of the clause of tlie last Act ? — I 
am not able to say. 

4504. It is of course desirable that the Act of Par- 
liament should be can-ied out as carefully as possible 
by the collectors ? — It is. 

4505. Then upon the other branch of the case — 

•with regard to persons being omitted who ought 
to appear on the jurors lists — have you had many 
instances of this brought under your notice ? — There 
are a good many names that occur to us in comparing 
the list aud going tlirough the different streets, and 
we have a statement that we have prepared, and which 
is on the table in relation to that, which shows in 
each street the names of those who are returned as 
jurors, and the names of those who arc not returned, 
and also the valuation. There are a great many names 
-which appear to be omitted — unless some reason can 
be shown, which docs not appear on the surface, for 
their being so omitted. 

4505. Have you formd that to be the case iu some 
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of tlio well known streets of Dublin ? — Wc have a list 
on the table which we have got prepared recently, 
which affords information on the point to which you 
refer. I don’t S!iy anything as to what may be tJie 
value to be attached to it, until we hear what can 
be urged in explanation of the discrepancies and inac- 
curacies in the list which it reveals. (List handed in.) 

4507. I see here, taking the first street that I come 
to, Hanover-street, and the person returned, for “No. 
18, Thomas Pemberton.” I suppose when you inserted 
that name it appeared on the jurors list, and you have 
no reason to suppose that it should not appear on the 
jurors list? — Clearly not. 

4508. In fact, as I understand, there are only two 
names in Hanover-street on the jurors list. Is that 
so? — Two names. 

4509. You first put in the column on the left hand 
side the names of the persons in this particular street 
who are on the list, and then taking up the directory 
and comparing the names you find there are certain 
other names which ought to be on the list and there does 
not appeal' any reason/)i'int«/acte why they shoulduot be 
on the list, andyo’i have made areeoixlof them ? — Yes, 
quite so. Of coui-se we are not saying positively that 
those names ought to he on the list, but to a certain 
extent they are evidence on the matter. 

4510. Have you ever spoken to the Collector-General 
himself about the way in which the duties were pei'- 
formed by the collectors? — Soon after the fomiatiou of 
our association, about Februai-y, 1875, weappointed a 
deputation of members of our committee to wait upon 
the Collector-General. He received us with every 
mark of courtesy and gave us all the information he 
possibly could in relation to the subject-matter of our 
interview. "We pointed out two or three errors there, 
in his office, and lie undertook that every possible oai'e 
should be exercised, and I tlmik the collectors were par- 
ticularly spoken to on that occasion. 

4511. Were the errors to which the attention of the 
Collector-General was directed errors as regai'ds names, 
or errors as regards principle ?— En-ors as regards indi- 
vidual names. For instance, if you will allow me to 
give an example of what I desire to bring before you 
— There was one case in which a party who had left 
certain premises for eighteen montlis, and besides had 
been a bankrupt ; his name still remained on tlie list 
of jurors, whilst in addition the names of his two 
successors wlio had taken up tlie same premises were 
also on the list of jurors. 

4512. Wore those two successors in immediate suc- 
cession, or were they two gentlemen who went into 

the place after the gentleman became bankrupt? The 

promises were idle for an inteiwal between the Ijauk-’ 
imptcy and the new comers. 

4513. Did the Collector-General explain to the de- 
putation of the Dublin Jurors’ A.ssociation from what 
books the jurors lists were taken — whether from the 
assessment-book or a special list made out by the col- 
lectors ? — I cannot remember at this distance of time 
what explanation was made as to that. 

4514. Because we have it in evidence here tliat 
the books kept in the Collcctor-Generars office 
were only prepared once in tliree years, and several 
of tlie collectors who have been examined in the 
course of this inquiry have told us that when a 
change occurred in a personoccupying aliouse, although 
they made a note of the clumge at the time in the 
collectors’ books, corresponding changes were not made 
and would not be made until tlie end of three years in 
the ward ledgers, so that, of course, it would depend 
very iniicli upon wliioh of those books the lists were 
taken from ? — Certainly ; but I don’t remember any 
information being given to the deputation upon that 
point. 

4515. You don’t know whether special lists are 
made out for this very purpose ? — T don’t know the 
method of procedure in the office of the Collector- 
General. 

4516. The collectors are paid separately for the 
performance of this duty ? — Yes. 


4517. Did any member or members of your associa 
tion attend at the revision of the jurors’ lists on the 
last occasion? — Oiir assistant secretai'y attended this 
year. 

4518. Has lie ever done so before this year 't— No 
We have not had an assistant secretary until thij 
year. 

4519. I suppose he will be better able to tell us 
what occurred during the proceedings of that court 
and as to how the collectors gave tlieir evidence and 
performed their duties there? — He will, no doubt. I 
myself was only once in the Revision Court for about, 
half an hour. 

4520. Attention has been directed in the news 
papers recently, and I think by some of the 
judges, to this fact, that as the yeai' goes on very frs- 
queutly in the November sittings there occurs a panel 
with forty-eight names upon it, or perhaps with more 
than forty-eight names upon it, and that a very large 
propoi-tiou of the persons whose names are there given 
are dead ; that is observed to occur more particu- 
larly towards the end of the year, because the persons 
who do .not answer to theii' names are not struck out • 
and as you get on towards the end of the year yon get- 
a greater pro|iortiou of names of persons who have not 
answered. lias your attention been called to that, Mr. 
Edmondson? — Yes. 1 was puzzled at first to account for 
tlie large proportion of names of dead men on the panel 
at the latter part of the year, or ratlier at the bottom 
of the sheriff's list I should say. That results from the 
introduction of a clause into the last Act on the sub- 
ject — the Julies Procedure Act of 1876. 

4521. What clause is tliat? — The clause I refer to 
provides that those who do not answer to their names 
shall be summoned again the 'next time a jury is re- 
quired. Of course, the dead men are amongst those 
who do not answer to their names, and they are con- 
tinually summoned — again and again throughout the 
year, untO towards the end of the year the whole of 
the names of all who are deceased ai-e collected, as it 
were, at the bottom of the list, and you will find that 
nearly 50 per cent, of some of the panels are consti- 
tuted in that manner. 

4522. Had you any opportunity of inquiring at all 
whether a considerable portion — a very large propor- 
tion of those names of dead men are the names of 
persons who have died in the course of the year?— I 
cannot speak from actual knowledge of imlividiiai 
cases, but it will be manifest that in a large consti- 
tuency like this there will be always a considerable 
proportion who will die after the lists are made out, 
even assuming that tliey were prepared with the greatest 
accuracy. 

4523. It struck me whether in so far as these names 
were the names of persons who died in the course of 
the year, any blame could be thrown on the Collectoi'- 
General of Rates, or any of the collectors. Have you 
made any inquiries into that? — No ; personally I have 
not; butiwas so impressed with tlie view you have just 
given expression to,andthat undue blame was being cast 
upon the Collector-General’s office in the ease of tlie 
dead men, tliat I wrote myself to the papers trying to 
explain the matter, and allowing that the Collector- 
General’s department should not be blamed unjustly. 

4524. I had not seen your letter, but I saw the 
observations in the newspaper in the first instance ? — 

I may be pci-mitted to mention that our association 
proposes to remedy that by making periodical appli- 
cations to tlie Judge to have the names of the dead 
men struck out three or four times during the year, 
and by tliis means much public time will be saved,, 
and vexatious delays avoided. 

4525. As the list stands now, the collectors and tlie 
Collector-General have nothing to do with any pro- 
ceedings of that nature. After they prepare tlieir 
lists, and the lists are made out, they have no fui-tlier 
duty imposed upon them in connexion with what you 
allude to ? — No duty is imposed upon the Collector- 
General, or any one. The remedy is effected simply 
by appearing before any Judge, and making applica- 
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- li-tve the jurors’ book amended, and, upon 
rfiitory evidence being eddnoed, the epplic.tioi. is 

SStol '“y *'*” 

.mild be i-emoved periodically. 

ItoB From the result ot your observation oonld 
,.„o sly whether the collectors in Dublin have dm- 
^ rvcd with inasonablo diligence and zeal their duty 
„der the Juries Act, or whether there has boon re- 
inesson tl.eir partl-I thmk there must have 
been eomc measure of romissness on aiem part from 

sonally-thoso which I pointed out myself personally 

about two or three years ago. 

i .507 Do you think any improvement has ta,ken 
nlaco lately— -^thin the last year or two J— Well, I 
Suld hardly express an opinion as to .that. From 
vhat little I saw myself m the Keyision Court the 
short time I was there I must say tliat the coUectors 
kerned most anxious to affoi-d every information 
nossible. I think it is very desu-able that there should 
L some better means for the collectors to arrive at 
the names of those who ought to be on the jury list. 

I think there ought to be something in the way ot a 
form that tlie collector could leave at every one s house 
to be tilled up, and I think the filling up of that form 

accurately should be made compulsory, and I thmk 
there ought to be penalties for filling that up 

wTonoly or in any way attempting to deceive. Then 
we slmll have some chance of obtaining a coiTeot and 

^ 4528^ The collector called attention to the fact, 
that great efforts have been made by people in 
Dublin to evade the liability of being put on the 

iurvlist, and consequently the information that they 

get from the houses has misled them, and that has 
been borne out in the evidence of the two revising 
barristers, who say it has come before them in the 
course of the revision of the voters list that ladies 
have been returned as being owners of houses 
with the view of avoiding or preventing the names ot 
their husbands appearing on the jurors list. 1 suppose 
there is no doubt that those statements ai-e time f— i 
have no doubt they are, I myself have known a c^e 

in which employei-s have said to them employe^ We 

cannot allow yon to be going off to serve on this jury 
and on that; you must disfranchise yourself; entei- 
your premises in the name of your -wife"— or something 
of that kind, and I have no doubt there are many 

other cases of the kind. 

4529 Mr. Phipps. — And to guard against that you 
propose to inflict a fine 1—1 would propose to meet cases 
of en-or of that sort by inflicting a fine for wrongfully 
filling up the fom that I suggest slioiild be left at each 
house. 


4530. You would have that form left with the per- i-'et. 11 , 187S. 
son liable to be rated, and you would make it an offence f^ond- 
punishable by a fine if there was any wrong mform^ son. 
tion given in that return 1— Yes, and I would print with 
that foi-m the penalty attached for erroneously filling 
it up. 

4531 At the present time the collectors are entirely 
dependent upon the rosult of their own inquirie.s, and 
have not any power of making anyone give them in- 
formation! — No, except that they put every one on 
that thev think is liable to serve ; and it is for those 
wlio have a right to be exempt to appear in the Pe- 
visiofl Court to seek exemption. I think also for the 
purpose of the jury list that it is desirable that the 
collectors should not be changed from ward to ward, 
because as soon as a man gets to know the different 
ratepayers who are liable to serve on juries he is re- 
moved to another ward, and the work has to be done 
over again by his successor. 

4532. Mr. Brooks,— Do you suggest that there 
should be any change in thelaw which enables owners 
of large premises, such, for instance, as the Leinster 
Chanibera or the Commercial Buildings, so to pay the 
rates of the occupiers as to exempt a vast number of 
merchants of considerable standing and intelligence in 
Dublin. Do you know that such a practice prevails! 

Yes ■ 1 know that in the case of the Commercial 

Buildings, that practice holds good. I think it would 
be very desii-able that a number of gentlemen, of 
intelligence, who are thereby exempted, should be put 
on the jury list. 

Chairman. — I am afraid that is not within the 
scope of the inquiry. 

I it would be within the scope of our inquiry 

to hear suggestions as to how the collectors would be 
enabled better to do their duties. 

4533. Mr. Brooks.— As the Secretaiy of the Jurors’ 
Association of Dublin, would you recommend that it 
should be part of the duty of the rate collectors to 
funiish the names of merchant occui>iers ? — Do you 
mean in such eases as you have already stated ? 

4534. Yes! — But they have no power to do so. 

4535. Do you recommend tliat they should have 

power! I would recommend that the law should be 

altered, so as to make these people liable, so as to give 
them power. 

453G. Mr. Phipps. — Is it the duty of the collector 
to supply all the infonnation you have mentioned 
with regard to the jury list! — Yes. 

4537. Then you consider that they sliould be given 
the means of obtaining that information 1 — Certainly 
better means than fhey now possess. 


Mr. "WiLLiAit Geoeue Edmoxes examined. 


Mr. Ediunniia. 


4538. Chairman. — You are Assistant-SecretELn' to 
the Dublin Jurors’ Association, and have been so for 
some time ! — Yes, about six months. 

4539. And you attended in that capacity at the 


last revision! — Yes. 

4540. The collectors from the Collector-General of 
Rates Office were there! — They were. 

4541. Had you an opportunity of observing, by the 
inquiries made of them, by the infomation they gave, 
and also by the corrections made in tlie jurors’ list, as 
prepared by them, whether they appeared to have 
discharged with reasonable care and diligence then- 
duties under the Juries Act ! — Well. I did not ask for 
any information from them ; I obtained the informa- 
tion myself. 

4542. Did many cases occiu- there before the re- 
vising barristei-3, in which names were inserted upon 
the lists without any exemption being stated, and as 
to which exemption ought to have been stated. Did 
you see any instances of that ! — A great many — about 
200 of which I was cognisant, but if time had allowed 
I might have discovered more. 


4543. What was the character of those exemptions. 

Wa-e they exemptions by reason of over age, or by 
reason of the pei-sons belonging to particular ]U-ofes- 
sious or occupations which are exempted ! — The exemp- 
tions were ]n-hicipally by reason of the persons having 
left the j)vemises. There were also a great many by 
reason of the persons being dead. Then there were a 
oreat many persons, such as professional men, inserted 
111 the lists. I wrote to several of the professional 
institutions, and they gave mo a return of their 
members, and I compared them with the return of the 
Colleetor-Geiieral, but the Collector-General had not 
obtained information on the point, and the revising 
barristers, while these lists were not certified to by the 
institutions, would not accept them as evidence in the 
terms of the Act. _ . 

4544. Were those facts as to which you obtained in- 
formation in this way, things that could have been 
ascertained by the collectors themselves ? — Y’es ; veiy 
easily ascertained. 

4545. Did it seem to you that the collectoi-s did not 
use proper exertions for the purpose of obtaining that 
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mtoimation Well, there were one or two things in 3,862 reUu-ned for 1877, and only 3 379 retm-r>oA t 
which— for instoce as to pharmaceutical chemists— 1878— showing a deficiency of nearly 500 Thnt 

I think they might have obtained information upon prises the whole list. Then fromthatthesoecisl 

It*?" ^ V hook is made uj) of persons rated over .£50 ^ ’* 

4540. Were the cases of tlie persons having left the 4561. Do you account lor that clilference of -inn i 
premises, and the cases of the persons being dead— reason of closer attention having been paid to 
eases m which there would have been difficulty in for this year?- Yes, but still it shows a great Sr 
the collectors obtaining the lufonnation 1 — There off. ^ ^ “3 


might be a difficulty in tliis way-once the collector 4662. Have you any powcr-has anyone pow... 
begins the collection and goes round a certam district, before the revising barrister to call his attentior, 7 
the firet man from whom he receives rates might have names that ought to be on the list, and that are nnt 

there ?-Yes ; there is a provision in the Act 

4547. Did ic appear in the course of the revision liament. I do not say, of course, that I have 

that some of the wards of the city were worse power to attend before tlie revising barristers 

attended to in this respect tliau others 1 — Well 1 could allowed me to attend at the last revision anil T ^ 

not say that, I could not give each ward a divided able to give material assistance with regard tr. 

opinion upon tliat matter. I tliink when I reflect upon names of those I knew ought to be removed and -c-i ■ l 


matter, i tliink when I reflect upon names of those I knew ought to be removed and 
It tha-t t5‘ere were several wards worse than others. would liave remained on if I liad not attended ^ 

4o4b, Was attention directed to particular collectoi-s 4563. Hut is there any power to biing before *i, 


4048, was attention directed to particular collectoi-s 4563. Hut is there any power to biing before *i, 

who appe^ed to have failed in their duty more than revising bandster the fact that from the^Jimors Tu! 
others ^How, with regard to the information I have prepared and sent to the clerk of the peace, there were 

AnAa\xT- I 1 . e onuttedauumber of names that ought to be onitl- 

4049. Wiib regard to any part of their duties uiuler Yes, and he inserts those names. 

the Junes Act?— Well I tliink in one or two parti- 4564. Have there been instances of such names 
culaia the errors were more glaring than others, but being brought before tlie revising banister at tlm 
attention was not particularly directed to any one of revision ^Yes ; taking persons who had left 
the collectors or to the manner m which they com- residences— the names of those who had gone into theb- 

, . , . after them, were substituted in a few instaaSa 


^rrU-Tiri !'r x , . fi°'>ses alter them, were Substituted ill a few instaaires 

4oo 0. What I want to know is do you see sufficient but very few— I should say very few in proportioli to 
grounds upon winch you ^Id base a complaint against the number tliat I stated had left. I drew the atten- 


any one of the collectors ?— I could hardly say I could tion of the revising barrister to the matter and\e 
base a complaint, I passed tliem off as cleiical errors returned tlie people on the list who were not on and 
m one or two cases. I may refer to cases of men being substituted them for those that had left 

returned on the list twice, in one place as “ Sullivan ” ” 

and in the other as “ O’Sullivan.” If it is necessary 


e to refer to any case of this kind on the list I —3,862. 


4565. Now, the number of persons you say who 
;re returned on the Jury List this year — is it 3,800? 


1 ^speaking of the General Jurore Book 


T. vr •, , , for the year 1877, and for 1878— the General Jui'on 

455L Mr PniPP,s.-_You attnbuted these to clerical Book now in operation— 3,379 are returned. 


ciTors ?-I don’t think such a mistake as that should 4566. That appeare to be a very small proportion 
occur. It IS rather glaring; but I j.assed it over, and for the city of Dublin; of course the qualffication*for 
when I discovered it I merely directml attention iurors is much liio-ber f.lret i... 


merely directml attention jurors is much higher than that for the franchise, 1 


i-'-o -»i 7 - • , • , are close upon 31,000 on the list of voters ?_ 

explained to you as being a clerical No doubt. I am aavare there should be more than 

c 101 ^liiere was no obsm-vation passed upon it at that returned. There sliould be more than are actuallv 
merely revised by the revising bai-rister. returned in the first instance by the Collector-Gpneral 


ir,sV n i-evised by the revising bai-rister. returned in the first instance by the Collector-General 

4o53. CiiAiRMAX, — Were there many names of per- namely, 4,820 names 

I mi,,Lt take tliat in tins way: tlie lists prepaz-cd prepared under your supervision?—! prepared that 
contamed 4,8.0 names, and allowing for rebatements list myself, but it Las been vei-y hurriedly Lt zm 
« 3,379 not, .pper It tvap only copied thi, morning, ^ond I fad not time 


on the slicz'ifl's hook for summoiiizig, 

4554. Were any stiaick off the list? 1,441, 




to go more into the miizuti® of it or compare it. I 
only got notice to attend here this morning. As re- 


Izatomeizt?— Yes, that is allowing for double enti-ies— Jiave taken Thom’s Dii-ectofy liave 

persons whose names ni'P „...i .i .. ,, U .. 'j a nave 


'compared it as against the Collector-Ge^ral’s iSJ 


their I’atings arc amalgamated. 

4556. Of course there might be some excuse for 


and that in order to cori-ect it fni-ther I have taken 
tlie Directoiy for 1878, and I have discovered that the 


name occurring twice upon the lists in diffez-ent wards? same persons who were there in 1876 were there in 
oncWm-dfalT -?”?’ 1 1877— the latter end of 1877— tl.t ™ after the 


each wai'd list, even if lie has propei'ty in f 
He is put upon each ; Uien tlie I'ate for the 


wards. Jurors List was prepared. 

; wards 4568. At all events you inserted no name here 


iheS’^fooS thelt^’r exempt Tom my 

aS- , . groiuid l-I passed it over in the case of profession^ 


4557. A collector would not he justified in putting 
in the list the name of a man twice in the same ward ? 

Not wizen the name is for tlie same reting ; but for 
separate ratings he would. 

4.558. Would ho ? — He would. 


4569. It miglit happen that there was the name of 
1 professional man on the list that I was not aware 


rn tel 4570, Mr, Brooks. -^N ow in Aston's-ouav 1 sec- 

l:5_n)J. Then those cases nmst be corrected by the the name of Mr. Dzavid MHimey Is he not the 

revising barrister ?-Bytlm Chairman of aLimited LiabiUty Company ffia 

^ ^ US what proportion of the like that of Alderman M'S^v^ey, aL who would be 

inimbei } on have given arose by reason of the persons exempted from service as a juroz-?— If lie is director 
being returned on the lists who were exempt or dis- of a Lmited Liability Company L woi!ld not be t- 

I Te fioTz.Tn ’'"r® T'? the Act of Parliament 

LT I eVi though I could of 1876, as a director, freeholder, leaseholder, and so 

lave clone so had time permitted. May I be permitted forth. Those were nezv qualifications introduced into 
liiioTf f'® ^^®^ is a diffe- the Jurors Qualification Act of 1876. He may be 

V 'n T between last year and tliis over age, and even if so his name should be inserted. 

iho "‘"'I to the names returned by I may say, referring to the Chairman’s observation 

Gleik of the Peace to the Sheriff. There were with regard to the 20th section of the Juries Pix>- 
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dure Act as to the duty of returning these names, 
rtat before that Act was passed the same thing was re- 
Tired from the CoUector-General. I refer to the Act 
f 1873 which is annulled or superseded by the Act of 
1876 and it was impei-ative by that to return these 
names. I find that no lists were i-etumed or compiled 

according to that. . , . * 

4571 Is there anything else you wsh to suggest 
^ ^is'}_-'WeU I think there is nothing else ex- 
cent to corroborate the statement of my superior, 
ATr Edmondson as to the means of ohtainmg the infor- 
mation. The Englisli Act, 32 & 33, Vic., cliap. 07, 
refers to forms being left with persons to make returns 
as to valuation. It says i — 

•■If any person skilfully refuses or neglects to make any return 
l.,wrullv renuiroa under this Act within the times respectively 
imited (twenty-one days), by this Act, he shall be_ liabl^ on 
.miinarv conriction, to a penalty not exceeding Ao. If any 
Dcrson wilfully makes a false return he shall be liable on summary 
^miction to a penalty not exceeding £10." 


That would be of use to the collectors in acquh-ing 
the information. 

4572. Is there anything further you have to suggest? 
nothing further except to corroborate also tbe state- 
ment as to removing collector. I might say that the 
jury lists in some way affect the Parliamentary li.sts. 
Persons resign their votes in order to escape serving 
on juries, and a great fallacy exists as regaids Thom’s 
Directory. Persons have omitted putting their 
names in it in order to escape being returned by the 
Collector-General as jurors to the sheriff’s office. The 
desire of the collectors has been always to facilitate as 
much as possible the return of those lists, but the 
means they have of obtaining infonnation are quite 
inadequate. The Act of Parliament, the Jurors 
Qualification Act, lias considerably augmented the 
work in the Collector-General’s office. There are 
two or three columns more to be filled up under the 
new Act. 



Mr. Kdmoiiils. 


Mr. Hugh M'Iktvre re-examined. 


4573. Chairman. — Here is a list handed in by the 
Assistant Secretary of the Juroi-s Association. He 
says properly that he does not place much reliance on 
a list that is made up to any great extent from Thom’s 
Directory, and of course persons may not have been 
returned for many reasons. 

4574. Now as to this name, Charles Gilliam, Wel- 

lington-quay, he is not on the jurors’ list?— He is 
dead. ^ 

4575. He was dead when you made your list ! — L 
have not returned him. 

4576. Chairman. — What year is this for? 

Mr. Edmonds.— The present year. 

4577. Chairman. — Then there is a gentleman here, 
Richard Reilly, No. 16. What about him ? 

Mr. M‘!ntyre. — He is dead, sir, and not returned. 

4578. Chairman. — Then No. 26. Thomas Camp- 
bell? William Kearney, painter (of Kearney, 

Brothers) is in that house. 

4579. That is No. 25 ? — Yes, and 26 too, and they 
actually qualify out of that for the municipal fran- 
chise. 

Mr. Edmonds. — I might draw attention to these 
names on my list, when there is no person re- 
turned for the house. If I happen to give a wrong 
name, or a person dead, I see there is no other person 
returned for it. 

Mr. M'lntyre. — Kearney, Brothers, are returned 
for 25 on the jurors’ list. 

4580. Chairman. — No, certainly not ? — There 
Blight be an exemption in that case. 

4581. You have not got them down at all? — 
No. 

4582. What about No, 27 ?— It is the same party. 

4583. In the Directory it is John Gowan that is 
down? — That is an exemption. He got off owing to 
liis delicate state of health. He is a musician. 

4584. Did the revising barrister take him of? — Ho 
took him off. 

4585. When did he take him off"? — Last year. 

4586. Then that should appear in the jurors’ list? — 
The only power he has to take him off is by the section 
whicli says that men may be exempted for physical 
■or ment^ incapacity. He got off before for his delicate 
state of health. I was not in the ward in 1876, and 
his name does not appear. 

4587. Then No. 28, Patrick Bracken? — There is 
no such person tliere ; he is gone away. 

4588. Who is there ? — “ Owner,” is the name of the 
party returned. Wynne was the name of the party 
who was in it. 

4589. Have you got Essex-quay in your collection? 
— Yes. 

4590. Look at 10 and 11 Essex-quay? — I have 9 
•and 10. 

4591. Do you see the name of Edward I;edbetter, 
a goldbeater? — He is not on the list, It is Joseph 


Martin. It was Maria Martin, and I altered it to 
Joseph Martin this year. 

4592. Then at 19, Essex-quay there is a person 
named Fleming? — Amie Fleming. 

4593. Of course, she is not on the jurora’ list? — 
No, 

4594. No. 20, Francis King? — The name returned 
is Hugh Donnelly j set in tenements. 

4595. No. 27, Charles W’’eekes ?— Charles Weekes 
is there now. 

4596. Why did you not put him on the jurors’ list? 

A-S the representative of John Weekes I got the 

name of Mary M'Cormick. I subsequently got the 
name of Charles Weekes. The matter is in Chan- 
ceiy. 

4597. You have no person in your jurors’ list? — 
No, it does not appear. 

4598. Look at Wood-quay ? — T have not got that 
•ward. 

Mr. Edmonds said — I must say as regards Mr. 
M‘Intyre's ward he appears to have prepared it very 
carefully. I wish to draw a comparison of the dis- 
crepancies bet-ween their work. I think that the drift 
of his e-vidence shows that returns should be made 
of the persons dead, and left. 

4599. Chairman. — That is, in other words, that the 
first column should be filled up -with exemptions ? — 
Yes. I had prepared a return of directors — I mean 
of companies whose directors are stationed in Dublin. 
That return I have mislaid, but I find that a great many 
directors ai'e not returned, and it has not been improved 
between last year and this year. 328 director, lease- 
holders, managers, <tc., outside the ordinary i-ating 
qualification is the number rotiirned for the pre.sent 
year, and it u'as 377 last year ; that shows a falling 
off' of 49, so that it cannot he accepted as an excuse 
that time would facilitate matters with regard to 
returning directors. I think there should be a great 
many more leaseholders and directors returned. It 
is a fractional tiling as compared with the other num- 
bers. The clause in the Act is of no use unless tiiey 
can return more. 

4600. Chairman, — Isn’t it possible that to get a 
correct list of directors and leaseholders would be a 
difficult thing? — Yes, and as to freeholders also it 
would bo a difficult thing to obtain information. 

Mr. Moylan. — A groat number of directors are over 
age. 

Mr. M'lTityre . — A great number came last year aud 
got off, on the ground of residing twelve miles out of 
the jurisdiction. 

Mr. Edmonds. — For obtaining the infonnation in 
the Collector-General’s office as to over age there should 
be a form of declaration tliat could be made there, or 
they should have power to compel a man to give a 
declaration. It would save trouble if it was done in 
the office, for some people did not like going before the 
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Jefi. 1^1878. Eevising Banister, and it would save trouble in the 
Mr, M'lntyre. Courts as well. In England the practice with respect 
to that was that if a person is not exempted at the 
Re-nsion Court he wDl not be exempted by the Jud»c 
during the interim of each revision. 

4601. Chairman. — The Collector-General has no 
power whatever to ask any one to make a declaration 


of that kind L— Tiut I suggest that he should have th 
means of obtaining correct information. ® 

Mr. Moylan.—A. great number have seut ' 
declarations. The late Mr. Haugliton, Chairman r 
the Great Southern and Western RaOway had 
exemption. 


Mr. Taaffe. 


Mr. Michael P. V, Taafpe re-examined. 


4602. Chairman. — Have you anything to add? 

The first matter I wish to draw attention to is this, 
Mr. Edmondson said the jurors list was not made out 
in the same way as that for the county, and you threw 
out.that the reason possibly was that instructions were 
given by the Government to the clerks of the unions, 
and not to the Collector-General. I want to mention 
how that thing occurred. When the precept appeared 
to be directed in the first instance, the Collector- 
General took the opinion of Mr. John O’Hagan, and 
acting on that lie returned only persons who were 
qualified. The Revising Barristers expressed doubt as 
to whether he acted propeily in that case, and they 
directed the Clerk of the Peace when forwarding the 
precept in July last to call the Collector-General’s 
attention to the fact that he had not complied with 
the precept on the former occasion. The Collector- 
General then took the opinion of the Solicitor-General, 
who told him that it was unnecessary to return the 
names of the persons who were exempt, and that was 
the reason they were omitted from the list. If they 
were given it would add enormously to the expenses 
of preparing the lists, both of printing and stationery. 

4603. I would be sorry too tliat there was a legal 
obligation to return them, for the last section of 5ie 
Act of Parliament shows it is not necessary to do so, 

but it would be convenient if it were done ? Now with 

regard to the books from which the lists are prepared, 
it was said that they were only prepared from the 
rate lodger. They are not prepared fi-om the ledger 
but from the rate books, and they arc the coirect form. 
With reference to the number of persons who got off 
being returned as directors of public companies this 
year, the falling off can be accounted for by the fact 
that all tho insurance agents in Lublin got off this 
yeai-. We returned them as managers and tliey came 
up as abody before tho Revising Barrister and proved 
that they were not managei-s but merely resident 
secretaries— that is they were not the real occupiers 
of the promises — and the Revising Barristei's came 
ot the conclusion of striking them off. 

4604. That is because they were not the rated oc- 
cupiers of premises ?— They were in some instanees, 
and we took it thiit tliey were managers in Dublin. 
Tliey said they were mei'ely resident secretaries— that 


the managers of the companies were the onlv i,ai>;nne 
liable to be put on the jurors’ list. 

4605. If tliey were rated for the premises would 
they not be put on ? — The Revising Barristers held 
otherwise— that as secretaries they were not to be put 
on. Now as to the fine for not giving information 
unless It was substantial 1 don’t think it would be of 
any use. A gentleman would elect to pay £2 or £6 
sooner than be liable to have to serve on juries. They 
tliiuk that would be the cheapest possible way of 
getting off the jiiiy list, and they would pay it gladly. 

4606. Chairman. — A great number of people would 
pay a fine of £2 or more to escape being on the jury 
list, who might not make a false declaiution under 
their hand ? — Yes ; but they would go in and make no 
statement at all. Then as to getting information from 
persons qualified as jurors I could tell you of the enor- 
mous difficulties the collectors have to conteud with 
A gentleman came to me himself and stated that he 
was over age, and I have not the smallest doubt that he 
was. He went home and told his wife, and she was. 
so much annoyed that he came back again, and begged 
to be put on the list, and he remains on it to the 
present moment. Another case that came under my 
notice was this : a person occupying a house in one 
of the first streets in the city said it was his mother’s 
house, and got a deed prepared to his mother, accept 
mg 10s. for his interest, andhe is occupying the house 
at present. He says he is not a rated occupier, There 
is anotliei case that Mr. Edmonds mentioned, where 
^ Hian was reported to have left and the information 
the collector got was “gone away,”— that he had left 
the premises altogether. I happened to be in court 
when Mr. Edmonds handed up an enveloj)e that had 
been addressed to this man from the Jurors’ Association, 
and which was returned to the Jurors’ Association 
marked “gone.” Now I met the man on my way to 
the court and I was able to prevent his name being 
struck off". No information had been given to the 
collectors. 

Mr. M‘Intyre . — I knew he. was there the week 
before. 

The inquiry was then adjoupied till the following 
(Tuesday) morning. 


Ninth Day. — Tuesday, Febuuary 12, 1878. 

Present Hugh Holmes, Esq., q,c. (Chairman) ; Maurice Brooks, Esq., m.p. ; and Alfred J 
Phipps, Esq.; together with Thomas Browning, Esq., Secretary. 


Mr. John Byrne examined. 


4607. Chairman— hlr. Byrne, I believe you are 

now the Clerk of tlie South Dublin Union? Yes. 

4608. And for many years you were a member of 
the Corporation ?— I was a member of the Corporation 
for about fifteen or .sixteen years. 

4609. During tliat period has your attention been 

directed to the Collector-General of Rates’ office? 

Yes, very much. 

4610. Had you occasionallyyourself interviews with 
tho Collector-General of Rates, or with members of his 
staff in reference to the system of coUection of rates 
in Dublin ? — In reference to particidar points which 
came under my observation. 


4011. The reason I asked you the question is; it 
was mentioned here, that one matter which attracted 
the attention of the Commissioners a good deal, 
namely, tlie fact that there was no entry of arrears in 
their books of any kind from 1870, was brought by 
you, I think, to the notice of the Collector-General 
m 1874?— It was. 

4612. What wore 'the circumstances under which 
you brought that to his notice, do you remember?— 
I pm-chased a property in the Landed Estates Court ; 
and previous to the settlement of the schedule of 
claims and incumbrances I went to the Collector- 
General’s office to ascertain what rates were due on 
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tie jjrenii.ses or some of them, an<l I then found that 
the Jedgei-s were not written up. That led to a con- 
trovei-sy between Mr, Taaffe and myself which was 
not of a satisfactory kind, I considered, and I 
biwi'^ht it ruider the notice of the Collector-General. 
Mr. Taaffe was present at the inteiwiew, and the 
Collector-General gave him directions that the ledger 
should be written up forthwitli, and continued in 
future, in order tliat everybody upon an inspection of 
it would ascertain the amount due upon each rated 
premises. 

4613. Do you remember at that time whether any 
explanation or reason was given to you by Mr. Taafi'e 
for not having the arrears entered in the books 1 — I 
think he said it would lead to trouble without, as far 
as he saw, anything resulting. I differed with him in 
opinion. The Collector-General agreed with me and 
gave directions that it should be done. 

4614. Were you aware at that time that thez'e had 
been no attempt at all to enter aiTCais from 1870 in the 
books — were you informed of tliat or was your attention 
dimcted to it 1 — That was the first time I discovered 
that there was a deviation from the practice of Mr. 
Staunton. The ledgers were always in Mr. Staunton’s 
time, as far as I could learn, written up with the an-eai-s 
filled in ; and that was the first time I discovered a 
deviation from what I consider to be a most wholesome 
system. 

4615. The Collector-General told us himself that 
that was the first occasion on which he was made 
awiire that tlie practice observed in Mr. Staunton's 
time had been depai-ted from in tbc office 1 — And that 
was the impression I came to at the interview, that 
the old gentleman learned then for the first time that 
this had been the practice. 

4G16. In tlie course of your interviews upon business 
or making inquiries in the office, were there any other 
circumstances brought to your notice that you thought 
it right to remonstrate "with either tiie Collector- 
General or the chief clerk about 1 — W ell, the chief clerk 
always met me in a hostile spirit and I avoided fault- 
findmg and interviews as much as possible. 

4617. Would you explain to us, if you please, 
what you mean by a “hostile spirit." You went 
tiierc, I presume, as a ratepayer ! — Sometimes, and 
sometimes as connected with the revision of tlie parlia- 
mentary, municipal, and poor-law voters’ lists. 

4618. But, however, I presume upon each occasion 
upon which you went to the office you had legitimate 
business to discharge there, either as a mteijayer or as 
a person interested 1 — Yes; I never went without a 
business object. 

4619. When you speak of the chief clerk, do you 
moan tho present chief clerk, Mr. Taaffe 1 — Yes; tlie 
present chief clerk, Mr. Taaffe. 

4020. What do you mean by a “hostile spirit’"! — 
His manner was cavalier, and he was not anxious to 
give the information I thought a ratepayer entitled to. 

4621. Had you on any of those occasions an inter- 
view with the Collector-General besides the one you 
mentioned? — I saw him once or twice; but that is 
the only occasion fresh on my memory. 

4622. How were you met hyhim? — Always in a 
gentlemanlike and proper spirit. 

4623. Did it appear to you that the Collector- 
General knew much of wlrat was going on in the office 
from what took place at those interviews ? — I think ho 
left it all principally to Mr. Tiiaffe. 

4G2-k Was there any other point under your own 
ohsorvatiou either in connexion with the keeping of 
the hooks, or in connexion with the internsil arrange- 
ments of the office, or the mode of collection, that 
struck you on any of those occasions as defective ? — I 
was always struck with the absence of the list of 
arrears which were alleged to be irrecoverable, aimOar 
to the list of rates which he publishes at the end of 
tie year, and which merely comprises those that are 
remitted upon declarations. I always was of opinion 
that a list of the entire arrears irrecoverable and struck 
off should be prepared, with the reasons why tiiey 


were struck off as iiTecoverable, and not carried forward 
and sought to be recovered; and I was always of 
opinion that that list of remissions, which is right as 
fai' as it goes, should be supplemented by a list such 
as I state, accounting for every farthing of the sums 
not collected. 

4625. We liave heard in evidence, and it appeal's 
from entries in the minutes of the Board of Guardians of 
the Noi-th Dublin Union, that they have repeatedly, 
at intervals of two or three years, asked the Oollector- 
Geuerai to furnish them, if he could not do it in a 
public manner, with such lists as you have mentioned. 
Do you know whether tlie union with which you are 
connected did the same thing? — No, they did not. I 
believe the Collector-General is not hound by the Act 
to do so. I believe he is only bound by that Act to 
furnish those lists published, and my Boai-d refrained 
from calling upon him for any matter outside what the 
Act imposed upon him. 

4626. He is bound though to open his books for 
inspection to any ratepayer who goes in ? — He is ; 
and I believe as a matter of fact that is done. 

4627. But at all events that is of very little use ? — 
What is the use of oponing books for inspection if 
they are not wTitten up accura'tely, with the arrears 
carried forward and the entire state of the account in 
relation to the rating. The books are worse than use- 
less, because tliey are a deceitful guide. 

4628. Does your memory go back to tlie time when 
iu. Dublin, the rates were collected by the different 
bodies, i.e., before the consolidation of the rates? — It 
does. I was a member of tire South Union Board 
for several years when that was the practice. 

4629. Could you, confining yourself to that Board, 
tell us what the average loss was upon their collection 
at that time ? — I don’t know. 

4630. Could you even say in a general way 
whether the loss was less or more ? — In a general way 
they lost more. The collection of the poor rates was 
considerably more efficient in the fii'sb years of hfr. 
Staunton’s rule, than ever it had been under the 
separate collection. 

4631. Can you tell us whether it was more expen- 
sive or less expensive ? — Less expensive. 

4632. Do you mean after the statute 12 & 13 
Vie., was passed? — I think less expensive. 

4633. Because I presiune, at ail events, it would 
cost 6d, in the pound, if not more than that 
l>rior to the passing of tlie 12 & 13 Vic. ? — My 
imjiression is, that it was less under the consolidated 
collection, and the collection was better and more 
satisfactory — that is, in our union. I only speak of 
the first eight or ten yeai's. 

4634. Since that time has it been nnsatisfactoiy ? — ■ 
Latterly it has been very unsatisfactory ; for instance, 
I was obliged to make up the estimate of i-ates for my 
Board in November of last year, and I wrote to the 
Collector-General asking what sum I would set down 
ill tlio estimate as being liltely to be received from him 
on foot of poor rate. He said £9,500. I acted upon 
it, and I found that was a most fallacious basis ; 
because he has only given me £6,100. 

4635. This is the fe'st year youhavebecn preparing 
the estimates ? — I was a member of that Board for 
tliu'ty years. 

4636. Do you know whether the same thing 
occurred in fomer years? — It nearly always fell short, 
but never so short as this year. 

463 (, From your recollection of this matter, you 
think that for some years after Mr .Staunton was 
appointed, there was a decided impi-oveineut as 
compared with old times ? — As far as the collection of 
jioor rate is concerned. 

4638. But that in latter years there has been a 
docaJouce as compared with Mr. Staunton’s time ? — I 
think so. 

4639. Now, taking it on the whole, would you in 
your Union, as far as you are able to judge, be in 
favour of the principle of ha'ving a consolidated rate, 
and having a central office such as the Colleetor- 


Fei. 11, 
Mr. Byrne 
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General’s 1 — I cannot judge of what the Guardians 
would do. I can give you my own opinion. I think 
the majority of the Board would be in favour of con- 
tinuing the consolidated collection ; and for this reason 
— it is as economical a mode as they could adopt, and 
it is more to tlie advantage of the public that all the 
rates they are called upon to pay in the course of the 
year should be known to them at once. It was always 
a harassing matter to the ratepayers before the estab- 
lishment of the Collector-General’s office that one man 
should call to-day for poor rate, another man later 
for Grand Jury cess, another for wide street tax, 
another for pipe water rate, another for this, that, and 
the other ; and the citizens at that time were very much 
harassed by the perpetual calling for different rates. 
Of coui-se it must be a much more economical mode, 
the rates being consolidated, and the one collector 
calls for the entire sum. 

4C40. There is another matter in connexion with 
that. You are aware under the Act under which the 
Collector-General acts, he is entitled to deduct Od. in 
the pound for the collection of rates. Por some years 
past he has not been using the entire in oneway, though 
he has been in anotlier ; because his salary (£800) is 
not paid out of it, nor the law costs, nor pensions, and if 
all those sums of money were calculated the e.xpenses 
of collection in the Collector- General of Rates’ office 
would be something over the Gcf. in the pound, rather 
than under. However, it has been held by lawyers 
that under the statute tho.se are extra charges. It has 
been brought out by us on examination that possibly 
some of the staff are rather under-paid than over-paid, 
and further than that I think it is possible there may 
not be a sufficiently strong staff, if all their duties 
were properly discharged. Do you think there would 
be any strong objection in the Unions if instead of a 
deduction of Qd. the Collector-General was allowed a 
larger sum, say 9d. 1 — I think the Unions would op- 
pose that; because tlie general opinion is that the st^ 
of tho Collector-General’s office is not properly utilized. 

4641. The staff at the present time ? — Yes, not pro- 
perly utilized. 

4642. And you think at the present time that is 
the view they would take of it 1 — I do, aud that is my 
own view. 

4643. The salaries fixed for the membeis of the staff 
have been fixed a considerable number of years a<fo, 
and thei-e is no doubt, I am told by Mr. Herbert 
Murray who uuclenstanda those things, they are con- 
siderably uuder those of officers in some other public 
departments 1 — What are tho salaries of the collectors? 

4644. About £300 a year. lam now speaking of 
tho internal staff of tlie office ? — My impression is that 
the internal staff of the office at present is too lar^e. 

4645. And you think the office could be worked 
with a smaller staff? — I do. 

4646. I understood you to say that you think it is 

the staff in the office that is not fairly utilized? 

Yes. 

4647. Have you any reason to suppose there are too 
many collectors? — No, I think not. 

4648. But do you tliink there is a sufficient number 
of coUectoi's ? — I do ; but I consider their time mi"lit 
be considerably economized. 

4649. When speaking of the staff not being suffi- 
ciently utilized, you are speaking of the internal staff? 
— I am. 

4650. And you think more economy might be in- 
troduced there ? — I think more could be done with a 
less number of hands, if they were closely supervised, 
aud looked after. 

4651. And do you thinlc that is the opinion enter- 
tained in your Union about it ?— I really could not say 
anything about the opinion of the entire of my Board. 
I know some of my Board are of that opinion and 
agree with me. That is my. opinion. Some do not. It 
is not to be supposed they formed an opinion on the 
subject, aud therefore any opinion I give you is very 
much more of a personal nature than otherwise from 
my own actual knowledge and observation. A great 


many members of my Board ai-e gentlemen who are 
justices of the peace. A large number of them re.siiV 
ill the rural divisions, who could know nothing about 
such mattere, and thei-efore what I am saying to you 
is very largely my own opinion on this point. 

4652. I first want to deal with the office itself 
the Collector-General’s office at the present time I may 
say there is no system of accounts whatsoever ; and 
one thing seems desirable to us, and as far as we can 
gather it was also the opinion of any gentlemen not 
directly connected with the Department wliom we ex- 
amined — namely, that there should be in the Collec- 
tor-GeueraTs office, in his books, something that would 
give the information you speak of — why eveiw single 
penny of the rates imcolleoted has not been collected 
whether arising from the premises being unoccupied' 
or from the insolvency of individuals ? — And that in 
every particular case. 

4653. Aud that in every paiticuiar case. Thatwouid 
cause a very great change indeed in the mode of book- 
keeping that exists now ? — Thera is no mode of book- 
keeping. 

4654. No mode of book-keeping at all ; and in point 
of fact it would require one or two additional clerks ?— 
It would require one or two clerks in the big room— 
to bo set to their work — to have it cut out and or- 
ganized for them, and they should be shorrn how to 
do it with the least labour possible ; but that r equires 
an amount of administrative ability whicli I do not 
tliink exists in that department. 

4655. That, at all events, would be one necessary 
change ? — Of course that is very obvious. 

4656. And if that change were made a great many 
other changes would follow, as a matter of course ?-- 
The head that u ould devise those changes would de- 
vise other beneficial changes too. 

4657. What is your opiuion of the system that 
exists at the present time of changing collectors from 
one ward to another ? — My opiuion was so strong I 
made a i-eporb to my Board iu relation to it in 8eptem- 
ber last, and a copy of that report was sent to the 
Collector-General by direction of the Board of Guar- 
dians. 

4C5S. Was that a report remonstrating against 
that system ? — It was a report giving my Board my 
opinion with regard to the impropriety of that system, 
its disadvantage and delay to the collection. 

4659. Wo have been told here by the collectors 
themselvo.s tliat a considerable portion of their time 
is taken up serving notices required by the Act of Par- 
liament as a condition pracedent to the collection of 
rates. Do you see any advantage in the service 
of those notices? — Those notices are unnecessary; 
because the notice directed by the statute to be pub- 
lished on the 1st January ought to be sufficient to 
apprise everyone of the amount of rates due by them ; 
and any subsequent notice is only waste of jiowcr, 
steam, and time without any result. I was going to 
say any comnieiism-ate result, but no result what- 

4660. Therefore to discontinue serving those notices 
would save their time ? — Most decidedly. 

4661. We have been told the coUectoi's can rarely 
cotnmcuce the collection before the month of March? 
— That is their own fault. 

4662. No; because they do not get the books out 
of the office ? — Why a>'e not the books given ? 

4663. Do you think it absolutely necessary for the 
efficient collection of the rates that the books should be 
given to tliem when the rates are struck ? — I will tell 
you what is done in the South Union over which I 
have control. The rate was struck on the 20tli De- 
cember, and on the 14th January the collectors’ rate- 
books were made out and tho warrants signed, and the 
receipts ready in their liands to go forward with the 
collection. And as a matter of fact within a week 
from that date one of the collectors in the Donnyhrook 
division lodged to the credit of the union £1,100 of 
poor-rate. He got his book on Friday morning from 
me, and on Tuesday he •was 'with me lodging £1,100 
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of tlie rate made on the 20th December. I do not 
see ■"•hv, if a little exertion •were made in the Col- 
lector-O'eneral’s office, the same result could not be 
attained. 

466i. When do you insist on taking legal pro- 
ceedings ? — If the amount is not paid ? 

4665. When do you insist upon the rates being paid 
—when do you put the matter in the hands of a 
solicitor, and jjroceed by distress or civil bill, or some 
other course 1 — We have no necessity for that ; for this 
reason — the rates are levied about from the 20th to 
the 23rd December in the year, and they arc all 
finished on or before the 1st of tlie next October, and 
tlie books closed. 

4606. When have you your rates for the entire year, 
as a rule, collected, and the books closed ? — Fi'om the 1st 
to the 10th October. 

4667. And you may say there are no rates out- 
standing that can be recovered at all in the montli of 
December! — Oh, no. The state of our collection in 
the last year is tliat practically tliere ■were no arrears. 
There was one division — Tallaght, I think, in 'wliioh 
the aiTPars ■were 3s. Od, In Donnybrook, I think, the 
arrear.s were £19 or £20, and £7 of that was on tlie 
skating rink, -which was unoccupied ; and the Donny- 
brook division, I think, contains nearly 7,000 rated 
pi-emises. 

4668. Of the portion of the union not in the hands 
ofthe Gollector-Geueral, is there any considerable pai-t in 
which there are many houses ? — Eathmines electoral 
divisioE and the Pembroke township — Donnybrook, 
the one I spoke of. 

4669. And even though tire rates are not in the 
natui-e of agircultural rates, hut entir-ely on liouse 
propertj’, they we entirely paid up! — Practically. 
I think the arrears in E.athmines were under £20. 

4670. Are there many instances in that distnet of 
small houses! — In the Donnybrook district tlierc is 
Eingsend and also Irishtown, 

4071. How are the rates paid in Ii-ishtown — that is 
a vei-ygood criterion? — Some time ago there -was a 
difficulty in enforcing them, and I stated to the col- 
lector (Mr. Smallman) that he should take means to 
enforce payment from the occupiers. By my directions 
he did so, and when he went to exti-enie measures the 
landlords came down and paid the rates, which they 
had been evading previously. 

4672. Ai'e there really now no arrears in Irish- 
towu ! — Practically none. 

4673. I suppose a considerable number of houses 
axe valued under- £10! — Yes, and let in tenements; 
because if a house is valued at ;my amount and let in 
tenements it is the immediate lessor is rated. 

4674. And there are houses let in tenements! — 
Yes. 

4675. Is it thecase when ahouseis let in tenements, 
no matter -what the valuation is, that the immediate 
lessor is rated ! — If a house is let in tenements we have 
no occupier, and we rate the owner. . 

4076. Have you any experience at all of cases 
like those that exist in the city of the owner putting 
a man of stra-w a.s a middleman between the tenants 
and himself, to collect the rents and evade payment 
of the rates ! — If that occurs in tlie county — in Eath- 
miues and Donnybrook — I get over it in this way, by 
putting the 73rd section in force, giving the tenants 
notict!, as they have the power to do, and which, I 
believe, never was exercised by tlie Coilector-General, 
to pay, and if they did not, send the collector to distrain; 
and if the landlord did not come down to pay I would 
leave liim an empty house. I would take away all that 
was there for the rates. 

4677. Do you know whether the powers the Col- 
lector-General has got under the Act of Parliament 
would enable him jn-aotically to enforce payment ! 
— I thiuk under tlie 73rd section he can enforce pay- 
ment, no matter who is the immediate lessor, whetlier 
xated by name or not. 

4678. That is where the immediate lessor is rated ? 
—Yes, 


4079. But where, according to Act of Parliament, i-j. laju. 
itistheoccupier who israted, it is onlyfrom the occupier 
at the time the rate becomes due it can be recovered. ’ ^ 

If ho leave the bouse and another occupier comes in, 
tliat occupier is not liable ? — I am aware of that ; but 
they should follow this occupier. 

4G80. Do you think tliose powers, without extension 
of them, enable theCollector-General to enforce the rates 
with practical efficiency in Dublin? — Ido not think 
they ever tried this power under the 73rd section, aud 
if I were asked for an opinion as to what ought to be 
done I should say that the same law should be made 
in the city as exists in the county — that if a house is 
occupied when a rate is made it oughtto become liable 
for the entii-e rate ; but if unoccupied when tlie rate 
is made, it ought to become liable for such portion of 
the period as it shall be occujiicd. 

4681. When you say it sliould become liable for the 
rate, do you mean it should become liable, no matter 
into -whasehandsit comes! — I thiuk the tlien occupier, 
whoever is in it -when tlie late is made, should be 
called upon to pay the entii-e rate, and if he should go 
in a month or six weeks, that the premises should be 
liable, and that the subsequent occupier, or somebody 
for him, should pay the entire rate. 

4G82. There has been a bill laid before us stated to 
have been prepai-ed by the Collector-General, and 
approved of hy a resolution passed by the North aud 
South Unions and tlie Corporation, for the pmi’pose of 
making some changes in the legislation as regards this 
and many other things to give the Collector Geueial 
additional powers. One of those additional powers was 
something like what you mentioned now— making the 
goods of any person found on tlie premises liable to 
distress. Anotlier was, making some changes as regards 
the immediate lessors — who should be considered the 
immediate lessors. Have yon seen that? — I liave. 

4683. Do you consider there is anything objection- 
able in those clauses ! — Well, I was a consenting party 
to the bill as it stands. I was one of the members of 
the South Union Board appointed to confer with the 
North Union Board and the Corporation upon it. 

Some of the clauses I think unnecessary, but I gave 
way for the sake of unanimity. I was of opinion, and 
still am, that the existing Act has never been suffi- 
ciently tried, nor sufficiently carried out. I think 
if the existing Act -were sufficiently can-ied out, 
perhaps the difficulties that are imagiued would 
disappear, 

4G84, Mr. PniPPS. — You have given an opinion 
that an increase in the cost of collection would possibly 
be objected to by the Board ? — I think so. 

4G85. But if that increased cost of collection in 
providing more efficiency were I'voluctive of a larger 
sum of money collected, do you think that objection 
would still exist ? — It would ; for this reason, that the 
guardians might bo of opinion, as I am, tliat the 
efficiency contemplated hy the 9c?. might be accom- 
plished for the Gel. 

468G. CuAiRM.^N. — What does your collection in 
the rural districts cost your Board! — In Eathmines, 

Gd. at present; in Donuybi-ook, 7t?. ; aud in some of 
the rural divisions it is considerably more — in the 
ooiuitry places, such as Tallaght. 

4687. Take, for instance, your collector in Eath- 
miues — bow much does he earn on an average by his 
poiiiidnge! — By his poundage he earns about £163 ; 
but, in order to excite the industry of the collectors, 
the Board say, “ If you collect half tlie late within 
tlirec months, you shall have a bonus of £30 in addition 
to your poundage ; and if you collect the entire within 
nine months, you shall have an additional bonus of 
£15,” So that he gets £163, aud £45 besides (£30 
aud £15), Avbicb tliey have invariably earned by com- 
plying with those conditions. 

4688. Does your experience lead you to believe 
that that system of a bonus is a good iilan! — I tliink 
it is ; because it excites a man’s industry by the most 
powerful of all motives — remuneration. 
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4689. Are your collectors obliged to confine them- 
selves entirely to the duties of collection 1 — Quite the 
conti'ary. TLe gentleman who now collects the Eath- 
mines rate collects, I think, the town mte in Black- 
rock. 

4690. You do not impose any restriction on them 
in that way? — So that they are efficient. The Board 
are veiy careful about the collectors discharging the 
duties — they make that a sine qua non. 

4691. It has been suggested here that it might be a 
good plan, for the purpose of having a better and more 
efficient collection in Dublin, if a bonus were given to 
peraons who paid the rates for the entire year in the 
early part of tlie year ? — I think it would be a better 
arrangement to reduce the salaries of the present col- 
lectors, and to add to them the amount of reduction m 
the shape of bonus, to bring them up to their present 
salaries, depending on the efficiency of tlie collection. 
I think the system adopted in the South Union is arr 
excellent one ; it works admii-ably. 

4692. It has been stated here, Mr. Byrne, that the 
amount the collectors earn in Dublin is, on an average, 
from i£300 to £320 a year. The only additional pay- 
ment which they receive from any other source is what 
they get for their duties under the Jurora Act '/ — I 
know of my own knowledge tlie Corporation give 
them .£30. 

4693. For what? — The duties in connexion with 
the burgess roll. 

4694. I have got here a list of tlie collector.s’ pound- 
age remuneration in 1876, and certainlyit is different 
from the statement made here in a general way by the 
Collector-General. I may as well read it [reads list, 
viz.] ; — Mr. Henchy, £264 2s. ; Mr. Bannon, £236 
14s. IJd, and £21 10s. Hi. 

Mr. Taaffc . — Tliat was on a different ward to his 

CiiAiiiMAx. — So I am awai-e. Mr. Crofton, £267 
3s. Mr. Overend, £196 2s. 4^</. ; Mr. Hunt, 
£231 8s. Id . ; hir. hlTiityre, £273 7s. A\d. j Mr. 
Wall (employed only for eiglit weeks), £55 10s. 2c?. ; 
Mr. Bolton, £160 l l.v. 8c?.; Mr. Weatherup, £284 
12s. ll^-(?., and £49 7s. 6c?. ; Mr. Nason, £247 3s. ; 
and Mr. Gildea, £241 16s. 7^c?. 

Mr. E//iwg. — My principle would operate in addition 
to those sidtu-ies. I would not cut down the general 
remuneration they get by any means ; but the man 
who gets £250 I would give him £150 as a poundage 
and I would arrange the other £100 as a bonus upon 
dUigence and efficiency in the collection, whicli he 
could earn or not according as he discharged his 
duty. 

4695. You do not think those sums I have mentioned 
no matter how paid — suppose they were paid in the 
way you suggest or by poundage— too much? — By no 
means. You would not get a man of sufficient 
integi-ity to undertake the duty or get security. I 
thiuk they are exceedingly reasonable. 

4696. bo you think an average of £260 would be 
sufficient ? — I think it ought to be closer to £300 ; and 
I am sure tlie collector who would discharge his duty 
thoi'oughly, and get in all the rates it were possible to 
collect would bewortli £300, and lam satisfied the 
rate-payers would be content to pay it. 

4697. Mr. Phipps.— W ith regard to the cost of 
collection. Do you consider it fair to compare the 
circumstances of the Eathmines collection with the 

circiim.stances of the Collector-General’s collection? 

Perfectly fair as far as Eathmines is concerned. 

4698. But are not the expenses in the Collector- 

Geueral’s office far in excess of those in Eathmines 

he has certain expenses which they have not ; for 
instance legal expenses? — I am not aware of any in 
Eathmines. 

4699. — But in the CoUector-Genei-al’s office the ex- 
pense.s are heavy, Consequently for that reason it is 
hardly fah' to compare the circumstances of Eathmines 
and Dublin ? — I do not see why the legal expenses 
should be heavy. 

4700. Chairman.— W ell as a matter of fact the legal 


expenses are not very heavy ? — They should not 1 )« 
heavy. 

4701. We have a return here and they are not heavy 
in my ojnnion. They average jirobabiy £150 a year 
in the whole city of Dublin. There has not been very 
heavy litigation ? — £150 on the whole city. 

4702. Yes? — I do not call that heavy. Itissinal] 
Mr. Phipps. — T hat is not charged against the 24 per 

cent. 

Chaikjian. — N o, that is over and above the 2.>. 

Mr. Byrne . — Wliat we do witli tlie eollcctoi's ia 
this ; if diey take legal proceedings they must be con- 
versant with their own case, and if they want a solici- 
tor tliey must pay him. The case is so straight with 
regard to tho non-payment of rates, they haixlly require 
the advocacy of counsel to enforce the bench. 

hir. Taaffe. — Mr, Byrne says he requires las col- 
lectors to attend pereoiially and make their own case 
or pay an attorney themselves, I say the divisional 
magistrates would not listen to the collectoi-s or aclerk 
and if Mr, Mooney does not attend he must provide & 
solicitor. 

Mr. Byrne . — When our colleotore get an attorney, 
the costs are added to the amount, and they are put on 
the defendant. 

4703. Chairman. — T hat is done although the col- 
lector has <a perfect right to conduct his own c.ase? 

Tt is always done. 

4704. I do not by any means say, although a col- 
lector of poor rates can do that, a collector in Dublin 
can bring a summons in his own name ? — The Collec- 
tor-Genei'al could. 

4705. Then he must go himself ? — Let him go him- 
self. It is part of his duty. I am perfectly serious. 
If tlie Collector-General issues a summons, it is Ms 
duty to go into court and sustain it, if nobody else can, 

4706. The collectors will have to go to prove the 
case? — Of courte. 

4707. And the plaintiffin the summons may appear 
individually, or by a solicitor? — I know. 

4708. Of course you have some experience in the 
duties of the collectors in Dublin in connexion witli 
the voters list, and the municipal franchise list. If 
they jiroperly discharge their duties in that way it adils 
a good deal to their labour no doubt? — 411 tliey liavc 
got to do, when they come to premises to cnllecv the 
rate, if they find Thomas Jones in the boolc .Tiid 
William Flanagan in the house, is to put on William 
Flanagan in phace of Thomas Jones. 

4709. Do yon know anything youraelf about tlie 
efficiency withwlrieli they discharge tliis duty — whether 
tlie collectors are careless in regard to it ? — I have liad 
no opportunity wliatever of judging. 

4710. The reason I asked the question was : you 
mentioned you had been in the Collector-Geiierars 
office in connexion ivitli a question of the franchise ?— 
With regard to that, whenever the collectors omitted 
to place anybody on the list, that individual could 
personally or by- his agent have himself placed on by 
sendee of a claim, and upon proof of that in the revision 
court. We used not to take much trouble about that 
— not caring whether the collectors do so or not. It 
operated in the same manner as if the collector had 
placed him on. Nobody was damaged by that, except 
that there was a little trouble on the part of the agents 
on either side. 

4711. Would it be much trouble in the case of your 
union to give us for the last ten years a list such as 
we have got from the Nortli Dublin Union, showing 
the amount of poor-rates distinguishing the assessment 
and the amount received ? — There is no difficulty ; it 
can be got fi-om the ledgers. 

4712. Because we would like to see the deficiencyon 
the collection duiing that time? — It can be very 
easily given from the ledgei-s. The system of book, 
keeping in the poor-law unions is a yery complete one, 
and must be strictly adhered to. 

4713. Will you send that in to our seoretaiy?— I 
will. That is for the last ton yeare ? 

4714. Yes? — The amount assessed ? 
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i715. Yes, and received?— Yes. Does that refer 
to tJie city alone? 

4716. To the city alone. We have assumed with re- 
o^nl to the rural districts that practically the entire rate 
fs collected 1 — Practically. I -will send you the return 
before the end of the week. 

4717. Tell us how you deal in yoiu' union ^vith the 
rates which are stated to be irrecovei-able — what sort 
of investigation have you if a collector returns as un- 
collectible certain rates he ought to collect?— If a 
collector returns to me i-ates which he does not collect 
he must return also either an affidavit of the owner or 
the occupier of the premises, or an affidavit by himself, 
statin<T the period at wliich the premises became un- 
occupied ; and in that case he then must return to me 
the rate for the period that it was occupied, if occupied 
for any poi-tion of tlie year ; and if unoccupied, for tlie 
entire period, the declarations cover that. That is 
submitted to what is called an Arrear of Rate Com- 
mittee, appointed by the Board. They go over it in 
conjunction with the clerk, and they exercise a judicial 
decision upon the sufficiency of the declaration, or 
otherwise ; and all not remitted in that way are carried 
forwaixl tothe next rate for collection in the subse- 
quent year. 

4718. Mr. Phipps. — In fact tlic assessment on that 
svstem is thoroughly ;iccounted for? — To the last 
farthing. 

4719. Ml’. Beooks. — Does not it happen in Dublin 
that tlie ratepayers have the privilege of distributing 
payment of the rate over four instalments ? — No j they 
have not the privilege ; but the Collector-General has 
the discretion which he invariably exercises in that 
way. He can exercise the discretion of making it 
payable in two instalments, which, in my opinion, 
would considerably facilitate the collection, and press 
nobody, and save the time of the collectora and the 
staff for the more efficient discharge of then- duties. 

4720. Do you know whether it has been considered 
atlvisableto take mlvautage of the discretion granted 
ill order to enable the poorer ratepayers to distribute 
the payment over four instalments ? — Wlietliev who 
has considered it desirable ? 

4721. The Collector-General ? — The only two Col- 
lectors-General appointed under the Act have invari- 
ably exercised tliat discretion. 

4722. Do you know have the boards ever remon- 
strated against the practice as it prevails in Dublin ? — 
My lioard did, and sent a report suggesting that it 
should not be spread over so many instalments to the 
Collector- General. 

•1723. Wei-e there any reasons adduced why your 
remonstrance was not attended to ? — The Collector- 
General acknowledged the receipt of the lettei-, and 
said he did not consider it expedient to adopt the 
suggestion. That is all. 

4724. But then in the rural districts tJie ratepayers 
are compelled by law to pay ? — In one sum. 

•4725. To pay in one sum ? — Yes. 

4726. Tlien, ther-eis no legal power I apprehend on 
the part of the collector to extend payment? — There 
is not. 

4727. Therefore the cases are not alike? — The 
board of guardians who levy the rates have not the 
discretion which the Collector-General has. When 
the board of guardians levy a rate it must be paid in 
one sum, and at one time. When the Collector-Ge- 
neral levies a rate he may if he wishes decide that it 
be payable in one sura, and at one time also ; but lie 
has not exercised that disci-etion. He has always 
availed himself of the fullest latitude the statute gives, 
and spreads the rate over four instalments. 

4728. But while tlie statute gives the discretion 
in the case of the urban district, it does not give a 
discretion in the case of the rural distiicts? — I am 
aware that is so ; but I think tliat the exercise of the 
discretion in making it payable in four instalments is 
a mistake on the wrong side. 

4729. But it is legal ? — Perfectly legal. 

4730. With regard to the 73rd section of the Act 
do you know that the collectors could not distrain 


the goods, bedding, clothing or implements of the 
tenement holders, except where they exceeded in 
value the sum of £5 ? — Where the rate exceeded in 
value £5 ? 

4731. No, the property of the tenement holder or 
tenement occupier. His property, at least bedding, 
clothing and household chattels, are exempt from 
seizure unless they exceed in value £5? — Seizure for 
rates ? 

4732. For any purpose ? — I am not aware of that. 

4733. Have you heard that for that reason the 
collectors have been advised that it would be illegal to 
seize ? — I never heard that alleged as a reason. 

4734. Will you be surprised to hear that every 
collector who has been examined here has given it as 
a reason? — I was not aware of that. It is not provided 
by the Collector-General of Rates Act. 

4735. Chaiemas. — I t is by the Civil Bill Act. 

4736. Mr. Brooks. — Y ou are not aware of the 
existence of that provision in the Civil Bill Act which 
exempts the property of tenement holders under £5 ? 

■ — I am not. It is not in the Collection of Rates Act 
nor in the Poor Law Acts. 

4737. Chairman. — I t is in one of tlie CivD Bill Acts 
which extends to all forms of distress which a magis- 
trate issues? — But our collectors seize without the 
intervention of a magistrate. Poor-rate is due, and 
they take the property on the premises. 

4738. That is the point to which Mr. Brooks has 
called attention — that your collectora have got greater 
powere than the collectors in the city. Tlie only thing 
this section enables tliem to do is to summon those 
persons before a justice to show cause wliy the rate 
should not be paid, and if no sufficient cause for the 
non-payment be shown the same may be levied by 
distress, and a warrant issued accordingly ? — Wliat is 
to prevent the collector from proceeding against the 
immediate lessor and getting a judgment, and selling 
his interest in the premises — nothing as far as I can see. 

4739. Is that your opinion on tlie state of the 
law, that the fabric or structure is liable to be sold for 
the judgment debts of the owner? — It is. 

4740. Mr. Moylan wants me to ask you, Mr Byrne, 
would it notiiiterfere with tliefranchise if, instead of 
having the rate as now payable in four instalments, it 
should be payable in two instalments ? — The Collector- 
General is the Collector-General of Hates, and he is 
bound to discharge the duty efficiently for which he 
receives his salary; and I think he should not be 
guided by either the francliise or other considerations 
in the discharge of his duty, if they interfere with 
the discharge of it. 

4741. It lias sti'iick me that tliiiig.s are practically 
ill the .same position as if the number of instalments 
■was two instead of four, I have again and again asked 
the collectors as to whethei' they were paid in foui' in- 
stalments, and the testimony we have got is that there 
is no sucli thing known as a matter of fact? — Tliere 
may be some reason for it that I do not understand ; 
but I do not see any practical advantage by dividing 
it into four instalments. 

4742. Mr. Moylan. — At the present time the col- 
lectora are collecting the first quai-terly instalment of 
the yeai’. 

4743. Chairman. — A rc you sure of that? — Mr. 
MTotyre will tell you. 

4744. Really you know you aro the Oolloctoi’-Ge- 
neral of Rates in Dublin, and from the highest to the 
lowest man in the office you are responsible for them 
all, and should know what they arc doing ; and now 
you tell us the collectora are collecting the firat instal- 
ment of the rate. Ain I to understand that your col- 
lectors are in Dublin collecting the first quarterly 
instalment ? — "Wliere they can get it. 

4745. And as a matter of fact arc they getting it? 
— They ai-e getting some of it. 

4746. Wemust inquire into that? — They have got 
some, but not large sums. 

4747. hlv. Brooks. — D o you recollect any instance 
of premises having been sold for the payment of rates? 

Mr, Byrne . — No. 
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‘1748. Not ia all the thiity years? — I think not. 
If the owner does not pay the -rates on a house he 
derives profit from in the shape of tenement rents, I 
consider that means should be taken to get a judg- 
ment against his property, and that the pro])erty 
should be sold for that debt the same as a private debt. 

4749. I (^uiteconcm- withyou. ' Do you recollect if 
there was ever any recommendation to change the law 
so as to enable the owners of defaulting premises to 
surrender the premises for the payment of the i-ates 1 — 
My impies,sion is tliat is the present state of the law, 
and that can be done. If A. JB. owes rates in i‘es2>ect 
of a house let in tenements, a judgment registered 
against liim may be made efi'cctive to sell his interest 
in it for the debt and costs. 

4750. Has the Board of Guardians ever recom- 
mended that that should be tried in a Coiiit of Law ]— 
They never had the necessity, because the rates arc 
pi-operly collected. 

4751. The rates in Dublin? — The Board of Guar- 
dians collect only the rural rates. 

4752. The Board of Guardians are necessarily sub- 
ject to great losses by reason of the non-collection of a 
large amount of i-ates in the city. 'Would you recom- 
mend as a final result tliat in the Civse of defaulting 

premises, such premises should be held liable? 

Certainly. 

4753. Have you ever made such a recommendation 
to the Collector-General ? — Certainly not. The 
Collector-General ought to be the best judge of his 
own business. 

4764. Chaieman.; — I t is perfectly within the scope 
and power of tire law for the Collector-General to 
get a judgment against an immediate lessor and sell 
his interest in the jn’emiscs. That is as clear a pro- 
position of law perhaps as was ever stated, but the 
answer given ys in respect of that was, that that may 
do very well in cases in which the immediate lessor 
has an interest in the premises, but in a great many 
cases the immediate lessor has no interest in the 
prennses. For instance, the owner of a number of 
these houses lets them to a man at what is temed a 
rack rent, which he cannot himself receive the entire 
amount of, and that man is the person who stands in 
the position of immediate lessor? — Then what induce- 
ment has such a man to continue in that position if 
ho is deriving no profit ? 

4755. Evidence has been given to that effect. The 
owner of such premises makes a letting to a man at a 
cent .considerably above wliat is actually paid, but he 

does not expect it from him ? It is a case of 

collusion. 

4756. Piocisely. — Then in such cases 1 w'ould 
suggest that tlie Collector-General should now j)lace on 
the table the name, and address, and cii-cumstances of 
jji operty so situate as that for the infoi-mation and satis- 
faction of tliose concerned. Let us see where such 
cases arise. Allegations arc made, but no individual 
cases are i^ointed out, and a great many people do not 
think tlicy exist, or that if they do exist it is only in 
an infinitesimal dogi-eo. 

4757. Are there any recommendations you would 
wish to make to us in addition to what you have 
already stated? — I wisli to mention that I do nob 
appear here as a voluntary witness, I appeal- in 
consequence of a summons received from the Sccretaiy 
of the Commission, and I don’t volunteer anythinn-. I 
am hei-e forthepurposeof being e.xamined. I don’tmake 
anyytatemonts, or charges, or bring any accusations. 

4758. The reason you were summoned was this: 

the South Dublin Union and tho North Dublin Union 
were very much interested in the proper collection of 
tlie rates, and we thought it important that a gentle- 
man holding an official position in either of these 
umons, and more especially holding the important posi- 
tion of clerk, should give us his evidence? You 

have mine. Irrespective of my offiei.al connexion 
with the South Dublin Union, I am very much 
interested as a large ratepayer. 

•1759. If there is any information which wc have 
omitted to ask for wc would he happy you should 


supply it to us? — I don’t think therois anythin" which 
I could add, for this reason, I have watched the news- 
paper-reports of this inquiry fi-om the commencement 
to the present time, and it seems to me the Comrals- 
sionei-s have derived from other sources all the infor- 
mation which I would be able to give. If I might be 
allowed to make a suggestion I think tlie -system of 
audit in the Gollector-General’s office is most defective 
I think it ouglit to be amended forthwith. The audi- 
tor, in my opinion, ought to have the same power- in 
reference to the Collector-General’s receipts and expen- 
diture, and the legality of such expenditure, as he lias 
over the exjienditure of the committees of the Corpo- 
ration, and over the expenditure and receipts of that 
body generally. 

4760. One of the mattei-s on which discussion has 
taken place in i-eference to the audit is this. The 
Collector-General has vested in him under the statute 
a power of deciding whether a particular collector 
should be excused or discliarged from the collection of 
a sum whicli he would be otherwise bound to collect ? 
— The Board of Guardians have the same power. 

4761. It is yom- oi^inion that an auditor sliould 
have full power of inquu-iiig into the circumstances 
under which a dischai-ge of cei-taiii rates is made ?— 
Yes, a power of inquii-iug into the sufficiency of the 
reasons for sucli discharge. 

4762. And reporting on it. Do you think an 
auditor should liave tho power of surcliarging the 
Collector-General with any sums of money which he 
considered tlie Collectoi--Geiieral liad carelessly or 
without due and sufficient iuquii-y dischiu-ged a collector 
from? — The auclitoi-s ought to be ai-med with the 
power of inquiring into and reporting on tho cii-cum- 
stanccs of sucli discharges, but I do not think he 
ought to be vested with the jiowei- of directly sur- 
charging the Oollector-Gcneral. That might lead to 
great hmxlsliip in possible cases, but the auditor 
ought to have full power of reporting liis opinion upon 
all sucli cases of discharge. 

4763. You think the audit might be made more 
efficient and effective if tlie auditor wei-e bound to 
give an opinion in his reports as to the nifinTiw 
in which the Collector-General had discharged bis 
functions ? — Ye.s. 

4764. And then leave it to tho Government to deal 
with the matter? — Yes, and tlie jjuhlie to form an 
opinion on it. 

4765. But you do not think it would be desii-able 
to give an auditor tlie power of surcharging the 
Collector-General peisonaily ? — I do not. You would 
not get a gentleman of independence and capacity to 
accept the office under such circumstances. It might 
run away with the cntii-e of his salai-y. 

4766. i\tr. Phipps, — ‘When you speak of an audit 
you mean a general audit of all receipts and disburse- 
ments in the department? — Yes, and the lawfulness 
of .sucli payments, a careful scrutiny and examination 
of every item and document connected thcrowitli. 

4767. An examination of every branch of the 
accounts and all cases of remissions? — Certainly. I 
think sucli suiiervision would have a most wholesome 
effect, for it would enforce on the Collector-General 
tliroughout the year a complete and efficient supeivision 
of his entire staif. 

4768. Mr. Bnooics. — You liave sometimes -visited 
tlie premises in Fleet-street. Do you think that these 
pi'cmmes, liaving regard to tlie public convenience, 
are ample and commodious, and that sufficient 
accommodation is afforded to pereons going there to 
pay rates? — I tiiinlc the rates should be collected from 
the ratepayers in their houses, and if the rates were 
put in process of collection sufficiently eai-ly after 
being levied, it -would reduce tlie number of jiersons 
attending at the office in Fleet-street to pay the i-ates 
seventy-five per cent. 

4769. Chaiujian. — Do tho rural collectors attend 
in an office of their o-wn to receive i-ates ? — Yes, for 
two days in tho week. 

'1770. And tlie public know the time they attend? 
— Yes. That is most necossaiy in the rural divisions. 
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A collector in a country district, where lie has to travel 
[lerbaps five or six miles, might cidl five or six times 
and not see the ratepayer, while it is comparatively 
easy to find a man at home in the city. I don’t mean 
at all to suggest that the ofiice for tlie i-eceipt of rates 
in the city should be abolished, but I do think if the 
rates were collected more efficiently outside it would 
prevent the necessity of numbers of persons attending 
to pay rates at the offices of the department. For 
gever^ years past I never was called on for rates. 
I always paid them in tlie office. 1 never asked tlie 
collector to call when he gave me a list of the premises 
I was to pay rates for, but I would'send him a. cheque 
by the next post. 

4771. Mr. BnooKS. — Have you any suggestion to 
offer as to the commodiousness or sufficiency of the 
premises in Fleet-street? — My present opinion is that 
the premises are very central and convenient, and, ex- 
cept at periods when there is great pressure, that they 
are ample. However, that is merely my opinion, with- 
out being based, perhaps, on any foundation that would 
be regarded as reliable. 

4772. Chairsian. — I n a letter our secretary received 
from you it was stated that a committee of members 
of your Board was appointed to attend this inquiry. 
Are yon aware whether these gentlemen will attend 
to-day ] — None of them are here except Mr. 
Armstrong. 

4773. If these gentlemen wore here to-day they 
might be able to assist us iu this portion of 
the inquiry. 

Mr. Amistroiii /. — I do not think I could offer any- 
thing in addition to Mr,- Byrne’s evidence. My opinion 
is that if a house happens to be occupied to-day and 
vacant to-morrow, the owner ought not to be liable 
to the rates. 

Mr. Byi'ne . — That is the law in. the country districts. 

Mr. Armstrong . — A man might have a small interest 
in a house, and it would be confiscated by that. 

4774. Mr. Brooks (to Mr. Byrne). — According to 
the existing law, a head landlord, no matter what 
profit he derives from premises, may receive Ids rents 
and pay neither the police, grand jury, or other rates — 
in fact, pay nothing for the protection and assistance he 
receives from the municipality, provided he has stand- 
ing between him and the occupier a person called tlie 
immediate lessor. That is tlie present state of the 
law we may take for granted? — If a man is set down 
us immediate lessor who in point of fact is not the im- 
mediate lessor, there ought to he .some means of proving 
that to tlie satisfaction of the justices. Let the peraon 
■who in ])oint of fact is the immediate lessor be put on 
as the immediate lessor, and so get rid of the sham. 

1775. Suppose he is hona fide the immediate lessor, 
!uid that he don’t pay ? — Then lie must have some in- 
terest in tlio premises. I cannot conceive a case of a 
man being immediate lessor of premises out of whicli 
lie derives no interest. If he had only an interest 
of £l a year- that interest ought to bo sold for the 
rates due, and be got rid of so far as the premises were 
coucemed. 

4776. If he had merely an interest of ,£1 a year 
might not a proceeding to sell that result in loss simply 
to the Collector-General? — No; because so far as such 
lessors were concerned it would act as a wholesome 
deterrent, and so get lid of that special class of cases. 

4777. Might not proceedings of thekind you suggest 
be abortive as selling that which is valueless ? — I -tliink 
not. 

4778. If the interest were not wortli £1 a year it 
would bo valueless, and would not pay the expense of 
advertisements or auction fees ? — I timik if the law 
were pushed to its ultimate extreme in one or two 
cases of tliat sort, it would have a beneficial effect. 

4779. Do you recommend any eliauge in the law 
with regard to the liability of the nominal landlord, 
arid the landlord who has a real and undoubted beno- 
licial interest? — I think tlie person who receive.s the 
rack rent of tlie premises is the person who oiio-ht in 
cases of all tenement houses to be jirimarily liablefor the 


payment of the rates. I think the landlords above him Feb. n, i8?s. 
should only be liable to their proportion of the poor — ^ 

rate and income tax in prbportion to the rent they te- 
ceivc. There should be such deductions from the rent 
they receive. 

4780. Do you hold that the premises should be made 
finally liable if tlie owner has a beneficial interest? 

— In eveiy case of ahouse let'in tenements, where the 
rate is not paid, the house ought to be liable. ' 

4781. Suppose it is not let in tenements, but that 
there is a single occupier, and the landlord has a bene- 
ficial interest 1 — Yon may seize the property of tlie 
occupier then. 

4782. Suppose that is covered by what is called a 
bill of sale ? — I have never seen a case of that kind, i 

Mr. Taaffe. — There are cases where tlie furniture is 
covered by a bill of sale. 

Mr. Byrne. — If abill of sale is over furniture which 
is stored in a store, I think nevertlieless tlie funuture 
ought to be liable for the rate. 

4783. Mr. Brooks. — According to the present law 
we have been informed, and the Chairman -will correct 
me if I am ^■vTong, a bill of sale does effectually protect 
the property from seizure for the rates ? — That ought 
not to be so. 

4784. CiiAiRMAX. — That is one of the differences 
existing between the collection of poor rates in Dublin 
and the collection in any otlierpart of Ireland. Ifa man 
in the city gives a bill of sale bond fide, his goods can- 
not bo seized for the rates ? — But what right has the 
man who gets the bill of sale to store his property on 
the rated premises where the bill of sale enables the 
party liable to evade the payment of tlie rates.’ 

478.5, As a matter of opinion, do you consider there 
ought to be some amendment of the law iu that respect ? 

— It ought to be rectified. It is gi'ving a man an 
opportunity of stoiing property in rated premises ; 
in fact, giving him the use of premises free of taxes, 
which ought not to be free. 

4786. You referred to a bill containing two clauses, 
one dealing with ca.ses of bills of sale or any other 
transfer of property, and gi'ving pOwer, notwithstonding 
such bill of sale or transfer, to seize the property for 
the rates. The other clause dealt with the case of a 
man who, having an interest in a house, let it at a rack 
re?it to a particular individual.. Yon used the term 
rack rent yourself — and that individual let it to a 
number of other people. In such a case as the law 
now stands it is the person who is liimself obliged to 
pay the rack rent who is sued for the rates, and by the 
clause suggested it was sought to enable the Collector- 
General to proceed against the man to whom the rack 
I'ont was payable ? — Y es. A committee was appointed 
by the Guardians of the South Dublm Union to 
arrange tlie details of that bill. I was an assenting 
party to the bill as it was bi'entually proposed. 

4787. Mr. Brooks. — Having heard tlie laiv stated 
that a bill of sale covers propei-ty from seizure for 
rates, don’t you tliink that explains to some extent 
the cause of the failure in the collection? — Perhaps to 
an infinitesimal extent. Unless I saw a return of the 
instances in which that occuiTcd, I could not agree 
iu the opinion tliat it affected it to any perceptible 
extent. 

4788. You would not be satisfied unless you saw 
instances of it 1 — Y(s ; and if they were of magnitude 
it might change my opinion. 

4789. Chairman. — In consequence of tliere being 
no list, or return oftliese, we cannot detennine to wbat 
extent the colleetic.:. i.. affected by them ? — I wish to 
mention, that one .suggestion I made to my board, was 
that it was inexpedient and inadvisable to change the 
collector.s from one ward to another every year. It 
has the effect of depriving a man of his local knowledge, 
for it is an advantage to a collector to know who were 
the owHora and who were not. I mentioned that to 
the Collector-General, but he attached no weight to it. 

Mr. Be'er Sheridan, of Parliament-street, volunteered 
evidence, which the Commissioners considered did not 
come within the scope of the inquiry. 
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Mr. M-Evoy. 


Mr. John M'Evoy examined. 


4790. CiiAiKMAN. — Are you a ratepayer in the city 
of Dublin?— Yes; I am. 

4791. I believe you have directed your attention 
fi-oni time to time to the system of collecting rates and 
to the application of the money 1 — I have managed 
tlie system in Kingstown. I was chairman of that 
board for two years. 

4792. Ai-e you at present chaiiman of that board? 
— No ; not at present, but during my time as chair- 
man I pei-sonally superintended the collection of i-ates. 

4793. Before we come to the Dublin business, I 
would like to get some information concerning Kings- 
town. What is the rate you struck in Kingstown — 
is it an improvement rate ? — It is a general township 
rate, for road and improvement jiurposes under the 
Towns Improvement Act, and a sewer rate. It 
amounted to 2s. llrf. in the pound. I will give you 
the result of the collection. The total rate at 2s, lid. 
in the pound on the valuation of Kingstown should 
have produced £9,578 12s. id., but what was actually 
collected was £9,3G3 14s. 5d. There was an inquiry 
into the matter, and the collector established his case 
for exemptions on the ground of non-occupancy as 
regaixls £110, and £102 2s. llcJ. was wiitten off as 
unrecovemble, owing to insolvency and other causes. 
Thus the total loss was £212 2s. Ilc7. 

4794. And the rest of the rate is open still? — It is 
only a trifle — £2. The rule is to make the collector 
collect within tlic year the whole of the rates or account 
why he does not collect them. 

4795. Is the rate payable in respect to unoccupied 
premises ? — No, it is the same as in the city of Dublin. 

4796. Do you pay by salary or commission? — He 
is paid a poundage of 5d. in the pound. 

4797. Without bonus or anything beyond it? — 
Without any bonus or anything. 

4798. You have only a single collector? — Only a 
single collector. 

4799. Does he devote his entire time to the duty? 
— Oh, no ; it doesn’t occupy more than half the year. 

4800. And he [is free to accept any other employ- 
ment besides ? — Yes. 

4801. Your rate is collected all at once and 
not by instalments? — Well the technical rule is in 
two moieties but practically the rate is all paid at once. 

4802. Now is any portion of it paid early in the 
year — in the fii'st two or three months ? — Yes. Tlie 
well-to-do people pay early and so on, other people 
don’t pay so well. 

4803. Is it necessary for you in the case of Kings- 
town to have much litigation in regard to rates ? — 
Not much ; but the rule is to issue summonses if the 
rates bo not collected towards October, towards the 
end of the year. We expect the rates to be paid up by 
that time. 

4804. Has your collector, or have the Township 
Commissioners, got power of distress on the goods of 
any persons on tlie premises ? — We have that power 
but we do not consider it exjiedieutto use it. We in- 
vai-iably summon the parties. 

4805. Before the justices? — Before the magistrates. 

4806. Is it the occupier that in all cases is rated 
there, or are there any cases where the immediate lessor 
or owner is i-ated ? — The Towns Imjirovement Act 
regulates that in all cases under £4 tlie occupier is not 
rated. In these cases the landlord is intcd, but where 
it is over ,£4 the occupier is always rated. 

4807. In Kingstown I should say there are a num- 
ber of houses the valuation of which is less than £8 ? — 
Oh, yes. 

4808. Do you find much difficulty in collecting the 
rates from that class of people there ? — Well I think 
when you come down to £4, the very poorest class, 
there is some difficulty, but not so very much. 

4809. Do you find that in these cases in which the 
immediate lessor or the owner is rated and not the 
occupier, there is any difficulty in finding out who the 
owner is and recovering from him? — No. We have 


the advantage in Kingstown of having a man ac- 
quainted with all that class of property, a man who 
knows all the ins and outs of it and knows whom 
to look to for the i-ates. 

4810. Has he been long in your employment? Hg 

has collected for twelve or fomteeu years I think. 

4811. Are you chairman of tlie Board now ?— No • 
but I am one of the Commissionei-s. When I was 
chaiiman I pemonally superintended this matter and 
every week I would see that the coDector paid in his 
collection for the week into tlie bank, and then I looked 
after him at the end of the year to see whether the 
return sheet included all the i-ates, and I made him 
account — not merely did I take the statutory dechu'- 
ation, but I went beyond that and required a per- 
sonal declaration that he knew as a matter of fact that 
houses were unoccupied. 

4812. Apart from the houses unoccupied you say 

you have wiitten off a certain sum, not veiy much, for 
rates which could not be recovered owing to iiisolvenev 
and other causes. What investigation is thero made iii 
Kingstown about these rates? — Latterly 

4813. I mean while you yoiu-self had the superin- 
tendence of tliem for three yeai-s ? — There were sum- 
monses taken out and in some cases it was foimd tlierc 
was no goods, and there was left absolutely no property 
on tlie premises to be sold ; in other cases the pai-ties 
were bankrupt, and there ai-e a few other cases included 
in that £102 in which it might be the party was not 
liable on some tecliuical point. 

4814. All I want to know is, was each single item of 
that £102 examined by the chairman or by a committee 
of Commissioners ? — Certainly that was so when I was 
chairman, but there has been some deviation from it 
since, which I thought it my duty to briug before tin; 
auditor when examining the accounts, and I tliiuk witli 
some wholesome results. 

4815. And you went carefully through these items 
and tlie collector was not considered discharged until 
whoever was appointed thought a proper explanation 
had been given? — We tliought it our duty to inquiiv 
into everything before a single pound was written ofl’. 

4816. Are there many houses in Kingstown let in 
tenements? — No; that class of people live in small 
houses under £4. 

4817. Do you know anything of Dublin prior to 
1849 ? — No ; what I know about the affairs of Dublin 
during that time I glean from newspapers. I have 
been recently looking into newspapers, and other docu- 
ments — Saunders's News-Letter is my chief authority. 

4818. Do you mean that you looked into papers 
cotemporaneous with the period, or newspaper's pub- 
lished recently ? — Certainly not. The newspaper’s of 
the time — Saunders of 1848. 

4819. That is quite right, and that is what we 

wanted to know? — Ifouird at that time that the rates 
were collected by a number of boards that I suppose 
you have already in evidence; but I find in the evidence 
of Mr. Reilly 

4820. I uirderstand that this is what you found in 
a newspaper — Saunders, published iu 1849 ? — Yes. It 
is oir the file iu the Chamber of Commerce Library. 

4821. You saw in these that those rates wer'O then 
collected by a nuntber of boards? — Yes; and I find 
the costs given iu the evidence of Mr. Reilly, then 
secretary to the Paving Board. 

4822. Before whom was he examined? — Before a 
Committee of the House of Commons iu favour of the 
Dublin Imiirovement Bill iu 1848. 

4823. Can you give ua a reference to tire exact time 
he was examined, and then we can get it fr'oni the 
Blue Book ? — It was in May and June, 1848. 

4824. Wliat were tire costs as given by him ? — Tlio 
costs of collection at that time he gave as follows 
The Grand Jury cess was collected for £1,442 jiei’ 
annum ; the pipe-water collectors received £550 ; the 
wide street tax was collected for £355 per annum ; 
the Paving Board’s taxes were collected for £1,084 per 
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,rmim ; the poor-rate the North Union was col- 
lected for J520; and in the South Union for £600 per 
annum; and the estimate for the police tax was 
J05OO; making altogether £5,051 as the cost of 
collecting all these rates in Dublin, and these were all 
the rates at that time collected. 

4825. Does the evidence show you what the per- 
^jenta'^e was on the collection for the cost of collecting 1 

jje'^did not give any evidence about that, but I have 

a letm-n handed in by Mr, Henry, town clerk, to 
the Parliamentary Inquiry Committee recently inquir- 
iiifi' into mimicipal affairs — it is printed as an appendix 
to^tlie repoi-t— and in that return there is given a 
table showing tlie amount collected by the Paving 
Commissioners of paving taxes and watering taxes in 
the six years ending in 1850, and I totted the amounts, 
and I find that the total amount during these six 
years was £232,186 17s. 8d. The poundage paid to 
•collectors amounts to £5,395 13s. 5c^., leaving anet sum 
to the depaidment of £226,791 4s. 3ti. 

4826. What is that per-centagel — You will find it 
is nearly two and a half. It is something less. 

4827. Mr. Phipps says it is two per cent.? — I think 
it U something more — nearer two and a half per cent. 
I shouldfui-ther mention that the rates the Paving Com- 
missioners collected amounted to Is. 2>d. in the pound, 
md I find in the same repoi-t that the Corporation got 
power to impose a 2s. improvement rate, and they im- 
posed it at once — the new Corporation did ; and I see 
that the new rate of 2s. in. the pound improvement rate 
]ivoduced in tlie six years after 1851 £279,949 12s. OcZ. 
1)1 giving you th^e figures I should mention, that 
there were after that time considerable altemtions in 
the valuation of the city which of course affected the 


collections. 

4828. In what way: did it make them more easy ? — 
The result of the new valuation was that the pro- 
perty was valued at less. The valuation was reduced 
in 1852 by about £80,000, and in considering these 
fimres it is necessary to bear that in mind, but in 
order to get as near as possible to the true state of 
things, I -will take two years of each — the last two 
years of the Paving Board and the first two years 
of the Collector-General, and I find that a Is. dd. 
rate under tlie Paving Board produced £77,271, 
while a 2s. mte under the Collector-General produced 
£96,870. 

4829. Is tliat the assessment or the amount col- 
lected ? — The amount collected. The amount assessed 
is not given. 

4830. Mr. Phipps. — With regard to the cost of 
collecting, does that include the cost of management of 
offices ? — No, only the poundage. I take that to be so. 

4831. CiiAiKMAX. — Prior to the passing of the 
Act of 1850 had these Boards any offices specially for 
the collection of rates or any officers specially for that 
purpose ? — Yes ; they had a staff of clerks, and there 
was an estimate that with lialf the cost you might do 
the work paying £300 or £400 for their shai-e of 
superintendence. 

4832. Mr. Brooks. — Whei-e do you find that shave 
was £300 or £400 for superintendence? — I estimated 
that the clerks would not be occupied constantly in 
revising the collectors’ returns. They would have 
other duties, and I make allowance for that. 

4833. Chairmah.— In those clays, apai-t from the 
collectors’ poundage as given there, the various boards 
had employed staffs which they can now to a certain 
extent dispense witii, owing to the existence of 
the Collector-General’s office? — I am inclined to 
thiiik that in supeiuntending the Collector-General’s 
retimis and looking after liis collections they must 
employ pretty nearly the same member of persons. 
There is a complex system, one collecting and 
having one set of books, another having another, 
instead of having one office dealing directly 
with the collector or person who collects the rates. I 
don’t think the Corporation has a single clerk less. 

4834. In the Police department don’t they keep a 
staff for the purpose of collecting the jiolice tax, irre- 


spective of the other collectoi-s ?— Yes, and that was Fei. 12 . isis. 
estimated at £500 in the evidence. 

4835. And that they can save by the establishment 
of the Collector-General’s office ? — But they have to 
pay the Commissioners, who are allowed 2^ per cent, 
of their rate for the collection. 

4836. But what we want to do is to compare, if 
possible, the cost at present with what it was pre- 
viously, and you have told us from the figures yon 
have given us it would be a little over 2 per cent? — 

And that was considered a most imperfect and most 
uneconomic system of collecting rates. Mr. Reilly 
gave an opinion of what the cost would be under a 
preper consolidation of the collection. It was said 
that having all these Boai-ds to collect the rates there 
was a much greater expenditure tliau if they had one 
office ; that Aere would be just as much expense in 
collecting a 2«. rate as an 8s. rate, and that by having 
one office there would be a considerable reduction in 
collecting the larger rate, and Mr. Reilly estimated 
the cost in Dublin would be — one office, with a 
treasurer at £500, eight collectors at £150 each, and 
three clerks and an inspector at £600, making in all 
£2,200. 

4837. Mr. Brooks. — That is pure conjecture? — 

That is what he as a practical man estimated the cost 
would be. 

4838. CiiiURiiAir. — At thesametime the legislature 
at the time the Act was passed conceived it would cost 
considerably more, for they fixed it at 2 J per cent ? — 

Not to exceed 2^ per cent. 

4839. Do any of the documents you examined co- 
temporaneously with 1849 and 1850, show anything 
of the deficiency of the collection, and whether there 
were ai-rears outstanding? — To no gi-eat extent. I 
take it the arrears were not very large. The Paving 
Boai-d returned no uncollected rates according to this 
return. 

4840. Have you got any return that would show 
the amount of uncollected arrears returned by the 
various boards and to Collector-General in pureuance 
of one of the sections which directed them to do so ? — 

The Paving Board returned none. I have not the 
precise figures here — they are in the Blue Book — the 
an-ears of the Wide-sti-eet Board and the Grand 
Jury. They are very small I know. 

4841. Have you got from the North Union the 
amount they returned, which is a little over £8,000. 

Mr. Atkinson gave it on Saturday? — They are in the 
Blue Book, and I have got here, if you like to have it, 
a return taken from the Birmingham boreugh rate 
the amount of what it costs them to collect the 
borough rate. 

4842. CuAiRiiAir. — Yes, I should like that very 
much. In the first place what souree did yon get it 

from ? From a printed copy of the accounts for the 

borough for 1875, 

4843. Have you got one of these copies ? — I have. 

4844. Would you give us the figures, please ? — The 
borough improvement rate for the year 1874 was 
struck on a rateable valuation of £1,301,000, which at 
Is. 8cf. in the pound was estimated to produce 
£110,000 in round numbers. At the end of tlie year 
1874 they had uncollected £16,498; in 1875 they 
collected out of that £15,069, showing uncollected at 
the end of 1875 £1,428. They give Ae costs of the 
rate department as follows ; — Salaries, £1,349 19s.; 
books and stationery, £75 ; preparing rate books, 

£298; stamps, summonses, lio., £95; premiums on 
guarantee policies, £66 12s. ; making altogether £1,885 
2s. Gd. They struck off £169 as payable by street 
rate, and the total cost is £1,715 11s. Id. 

4845. What per-centage would that be on a little 
over £100,000?— A little over 1^ per cent. 

4846. Have you made any inquiry as tothepowera 
they have for the collection of their rates ; are they 
the same as in Dublin?— I tliink the powere are very 
much the same. I think in the case of unoccupied 
houses (the principle is, that the occupier is the pereon 
liable, and must be rated), it is the generel law all 
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%o,igh the three kingdoms fct the.rate is.remitted. lieble, but it does pievide, in the strongest m, 
They W esystenr of oompomrdmg for^ a.t if they cnmiot mooger the rnteS tmT"? 

4347. Thut.yiould apply to Rirmipgham !— And I occupier (hey can bo recovered from, the c 


thhi it ""li dpply to Dublin dec. ' , ,he -owner has an opportunity .fl™,;:”'!! “r* 

■i, O- that tliero is such a piwision m can, and thinks proper, to recover from the o. 


,,$he ,CoUector-GenQra] praceeds ?^Ye.s, 

. y i484:,9. No ; there is no such provision there. I 
presume you i-efer to tlie provision which enables a 


that in Kathmines the owner of property has soi 
share in the franchise, and provided tlie franchise -w 


f ,1 , : , , A - . extended to the ownei-s of property, I think supK d 

iondlord to compound before a certain period in tbe .extension of responsibility. to them migbt ho i, 

veai’ 1 — Yas- and lie tji.l-KK lii« ylionno ,^e t . ■ i . ■" 


chance of letting or but I think it i? inconsistent -with'that princirde'fKd^ 
A"Tk. nf .w ■ k • .V kL , that he- should be able in^ 


^4850 Xhe result of that system is this, that al- way to throw his burden off to his landlord ^ 
though >y the^ law every unoccupied house there is 4862. When you speak of franchise you mean tl,k 
jiot. liable .to rates, rates are very often paid in respect municipal franchise 1— Yes. In Eathpimes the otoo^ 
' of a £50 house, paying taxes, has a vote. In .DiISin 

4851. Do you know what tlie per-centage remitted he has not. 
is by^^son of the landlord compounding in that 4863. But subject to that you think it is fair ij 


S'yS." tratV'ii *»“ "« 


fixed rule.. They allow in some cases as much as 2i 
per cent. 

4852. Would you youreelf be in favour of enablinj 


receives benefit from improvements cai-ried out bv 
the local authority, should contribute its share, and 
I don’t agree at all with the principle that if a peison 


the landlord to compound for a house the rates fo? choses to have his house unSccupied for"^a'lmifS 
wbicli would be pejoble by (bo ocoiipierm this country bo should tboroby oso.po Hs foiT- contribution buU 
in the same way 1—1 thmk it .wouId .be well, and I would give him at the same time his share in thk 
would go further than that I thmk the law requires government or- management of those improvements ” 
to bo umonded vory mnoh m thut prt.oulov of rilow- 486f Hoy. you soon the unnual .opmta m.de out 


mg remssion on account of a house being unoccupied, freui time to .time by the Conector-Geh^eral1-I have 
.X think, there are certain rates that property should I was examined 


pay, whether a house, is occupied: or not. 


/OKQ m. k • L it ki- gu uociu government ana taxation in I 

4853 Tha.t is hardly a thing that comes witlim the land, and I thought it right to call their attention 


I was examined as a witness before tlie Parliamentaiy 
Committee on Ikocal Government and taxation in Ire- 


scopeofourinquiry.forwe start wffhtheas^^^ one of the reports, that for the year 1874, and a 


that tlie^rates, as regards the bread .principles that markable letter .from' Master pitegibbon, w£h lom 
govern tbe oolleotipu, are properly :»tosoed ; witb oonmrents of ndue, in tie public press, on tbe repS 

thut we huvo notbiug whutevor to do. .But It may bo drew fortli. Msstev Ktrgibbou is uuditor" of fc 


withm tbe scope of our rnguny to consider wbetlieto Colleotor-Generul’s .uceounts, and in noticing . 
syston. of oompoundrug would ^havo the effect of letter ho stated that previous to this date he w. ' 
brmgmpn the rates bettor f-Ithmt It IS only in the satisfi«l with the lay the rates ' in Dublm 
cases of smaller ratuigs that landlords are allowed to collected. 

eompouud 4865. 'Mr. Phipps.— I n 1S6S T tbiuH— IS 


lysk Tk 1 I k . Phipps.— In 1862, I thinki— 1861 oi- 

* ™ ^7 “f™ Acts. It 1862. Ho noticed that the pates wore not colleoled 

lAvriri S? 5 **‘”7 ^ '>». “‘I >“ ostablisbod a rigorous svslom 


,.v.;u.;w.„u . 9 mu i u • m ' i — - •' w uc, ttuu iie esuauusueu a rigorous svstem 

S pule being the sume-tl.ut ,l should of audit on the principle of the Receiver Master in tin 
b T T Court of Chancery, and reiiuiind the oolleotor to 

n'onfm.m.od for to ‘ h» P«*sed hia accoirnt, tor all the items 


not com 2 >ound for large valuations. 

4855. Have you got returns of any other towns 


of uncollected rates. He established tliat principle 


kiio criVYwa Tirovr riiTp- 1 o' 't 1 k... kkk 4866. I tlunk he endeavoured? — He endeavoured, 

seen the amount of the aKRftssTnpiif «riWio* in + 1.0 v,(-i>rsv.k Afin .... .. . 


assessment, sojthat in the others £4,000 more was got in than on the average of yens 


fnSation^Sm’'" the then Collector-General t^Srivy CoundhTiter 

nformation from nmmeipal officers ; everywhere I Fitzgibbon’s plan of audit was set asiL 


found tliem mpst courteous in giving information, 

4856. Does tliat account of Birmingham appear 
the face of it to have been audited 1 — Certainly. 

4857. By whom? — By tlie borough auditors. 


4867. Is the letter of Master Fitzgibbon’s this letter 
of 20tli September, 1875 1 — It is. 

4868. We heard of tliat and got a oopyofit. As 
you have referred to the audit I would like to know 


pfsKo A.,k.n -_-i' k to- k.okvo kojciiBu w> xrie auait x woum iixe to Know 

^ Government your opinion about it. Master Fitzgibbon, iu the 

foo^ c™ «,»*P tl» course of tho uudit, sought to oh.rge the Colleotor- 

Ce™S.T R“" Ae are undrted by tbe Looal General of R.te,-at leJt at on. period ho did, bull 
botoitoiis in Fnvtou 1 h” ^ ^ > kci m all municipal do not thiiih be insisted on it afteiwvards — with any 
aZ S ™ -1 two auditors, sum of money wMch the Collootor.Genoral of Rate 

“dita ^ eppomted by, the Corpor.ation ate tbe might remit upon gi-oimds which to him (the Ketoiver 
AfiRO TT I kx rn T Master) would appear insufficient. Do von think 

nYri 1 Improvemimt Act, wiiich that it would be a desirable thing if any new legisla- 

pverns nearly all the smaller towns in Ireland, the tion on the subject of tliis audit we-e introduced toat 
imt ^ rates?— They are power should be given to an auditor to charge the 

isiin As . ,7 Hvrick, At k 1 k 1 Collector-General with lates that had not been col- 

n.dS iYtf inrf iected?— I think it exists under the Local Governmeut 

w cwtstVTtor^m it,^ow tlie .iiowers system at present. AtleastMr, Finlay acts that way, 

iv? ril r i he always hear.s cases of that kind. ' 


which exist in all the smaller towns in Ireland as re- 
gards the collection of i-ates? — Yes. In some cases 
you will find they are varied by local Acts, but not in 


4869. The Collector-General of Rates does not col- 
lect the nites himself in Dublin. They are collected by 


rd"5emlSof.“nmpr“ f Colleetor-GenerM Ss net eppoin. 

. , 487aESLS^C.neetoP-G.n.to,ef.Eetee-. 


4870. Therefore the Collector-General of .Rates can 


as tW L’f f‘TiV a,va,-mtion in Dublin haidly be said to be responsible for the collection?- 

ot diCrtte I “ n bad eyeten of - eolleeting 

7iot change tlie primary habmty of the person to pay rates ’’ 

rate,, tlmt i. tbe oeenpier i, still the peeson prim.rily ts'll. But, liowevor, we take tlie Act in this le.spect 
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as we find it. That being so, the power is given to 
the Collector-General of Rates to excuse the individual 
collector if he, upon an investigation of the case, comes' 
to the conclusion that the rate cannot be recovered, 
■ftliat I want to khow is this — do you think that the 
auditor, under these cii-cnmstanc6s, should have the 
power of charging the Collector-General with that 
amount if he thought, upon re-investigating the case, -the 
circumstances were not such asto justify the Collector- 
General in discharging the collector 1 — Premising first 
that the head of the office, whoever he may be — and I 
am entirely in favour of having the rates collected by 
tlie local authorities — whoever is the head of the office 
under the local authorities and does not collect the 
rates for insufficient reasons, I think ho should be 
made personally responsible — lie, or the officer by 
whose misconduct or fault the rate was lost. 

4872. The way the thing stands, as I understand 
it, Ls this, — the collectors are primarily I'esponsible to 
collect the rates. If the collectors &te guilty of any 
ucgligeuce in that, they can be made responsible by 
itioans of their bond ; but the Actof Parliament provides 
a machinery to relieve the collectors, and that is this, 
that the Oollector-General may, under certain circum- 
stances, state, “I excuse you from collecting that 
particular assessment, because, upon due investigation 
I find it is uncollectible, and no man with full dili- 
gence can collect.” That is fair and right; because 
there ought to be some machinery to relieve a collector 
from the responsibility of collecting a sum- plainly ir- 
recoverable. To go a step farther; the Receiver- 
Master audits those accounts, and certainly, at the 
[ircscut time, the Receiver-Master has no power what- 
ever to investigate the grounds upon which the 
Collector-General exercises that power. I think, and 
tliei'e will be very little difference of opinion on that 
subject, that whoever audits the accounts should have 
an oppovkmity of investigating the grounds upon 
w hich the Collector-General exercises his discretion. 
But after he does so thei-e arises the question whether 
it should be left to the Receiver-Master to charge the 
Collector-General by reason of the default, or whether 
the auditor should make a report to the Government 
aud allow him to be dealt -with by the Government. 
I think the latter course is more in analogy with 
what you say Mr. Finlay and the Local Government 
Board auditors do ; for although investigating the 
matter, they would hardly charge the Collector-General 
but simply makea i-eport unfavdiirable to liiml 

Mt; M‘Evoy. — That is what he does. The auditor 
has no power- to make any person pay any money due to 
t lie local authority — rate oranytliing else — aud li c thinks 
he ought to have tliat power. It would be very useful 
to the public that lie should. That is one of the 
practical difficulties that appeai-s to me in working out 
tlio present system of collecting i-ates in Dublin. If 
we had the superintendence of the finance committee 
of the local authority it would be an advantage. 
Taking the small case of ICingstown, all these matters 
would be investigated. When the collector would 
return a number of people as not having paid the i-ates 
by reason of non-occupancy or any other cause, the 
matter would be investigated; and if we had that 
sort of superintendence honestly and efficiently ex- 
ercised, the cases for tlic auditor would be vei-y few ; 
but where they did arise I think the auditor sliould 
visit upon tire person or the particular collector giiOty 
of negligence the consequences of it. 

4873. But he has not up to tire present time that 
powerl — No; I think it is one of the very glaring 
defects of the present system of collecting the rates 
m Dublin ; and I may mention as in point that I have 
got from various geutlemcn a number of cases of per- 
sons who in their union ought to have paid the rates, 
and have not paid the rates. I intend, as soon as tire 
Collector-General has furnislied -the r-etur-n of uncol- 
lected rates, if allowed to see it, to be in a position to 
give evidence on some of those cases; but, in tho 
meantime, I think it my duty to mention a case that 
has come under my notice, aud probably can be ex- 


plained. I think it requir-es explanation. I have seen" Feb. is, 1878- 
in the schedule of a gentleman now passing through 
the Banknrptoy Court under a private arrangement' 
the Collector-General returned as a creditor for rates^ — 
in one case £45 19s., and in another £131 3s.; amount- 
ing altogether to £177. The pi-opei-ty is situate in 
str-eets of the highest class in Dublin, arid all far away 
above £8 in value ; and it is only in cases of £8 va- ' 
luatiou that the landlord is liable. He is the landlord 
of those houses; and how it came to pass that he 
should be a debtor to the Collector-General to this 
amount I think requires explanation, as the occupiers 
are the pei-sons from whom the rates should be re- 
ceived. 

4874. In the first place, does the schedule to which 
you refer show for what period of time the rates have 
been acci-uing due '? — It does not show that ; but I 
presume it is last year’s rates; it could hardly be the 
present year’s rates. 'Well, if last year’s rates I do not 
see why they should not be collected. 

4875. What is the gentleman’s namcl — I say it is 
a private arrangement ; and I don’t know whether it 
would be right to give it. 

487 6. I think, perhaps, you are right. As this is a 
private arrangement you should not mention -the naine ; 
because it is not mentioned in the Bankruptcy, Court. 

Mr. Taqffe. — I suspect tire name, and it is quite 
capable of explanation at once. Proceedings have been 
taken against the tenants theihselves. 

Gollector-General . — I will be prepared to give an ex-- 
pianation of this case to the Commissioners. 

Mr. M^Evoy . — I will give you the name privately. 

4877. Chaiiiman. — Wliat occurs to me in the 
matter is this. Tliis gentleman may have made an 
arrangement with his tenants to pay the rates for him, 
and he having made that arrangement returns himself 
on the sclieclule as being a debtor, although in reality 
he is not a debtor. However, ther-e is the further in- 
quir-y why the money was not collected within the 
year 1 — If it were, why retuvir himself a debtor for the 
amount. 

4878. The real thing to which Mr. hI‘Evoy calls 
attention is tlrat whoever was liable the rates ought to 
have been collected within the period in wliich they 
were due. 

Mr. Taaffe . — Proceedings wer-e taken last year. 

Mr. M‘Evoy . — I wish to give you the figures as to 
what appears to be the real cost of the DubUn office; 

It is geuer-ally given at two' and a half per cent. .Taking 
the account of 1875, I find at page 13 the total cost is 
given as £6,652, out of which is deductible £1,095 
transferred to the several boards. Giving credit for 
that you have £5,557. Butgoingto the other side of the 
account, you have the salary of tlie Collector-General, 
pensions, and law costs, amounting in all. to £2,378 ; 
which expenses added to the previous £5,557 gives you 
£7,935. That on the sum actually collected, not as- 
sessed during the year, and less what they get from the 
Town Commissioners for water in bulk, and whicli I 
don’t think ought to be charged witlr that two aud a 
half per cent, at all. It comes in in a large sum, and 
might a.s well go direct to the Corporation. (Mr. Fin- 
lay in his last report mentions that the Government 
bounty is taxed with tliis two and a half per cent, also, 
and hetliinks improjterly, as the riiouey should be paid 
in directly to the Poor-Law Guardians, into their ac- 
count at the bank, not through the Collector-General’s 
office at all.) Now, take £4,483, the extra municipal 
water rate, from the sum collected, £250,940, and that 
works out nearly in the pound as the cost of the office. 

4879. "What do vou say the cost of the office was! 

—£7,935. 

4880. Mr. Brooks. — How do you find thatl — 

‘Worked out in the way I tell you. 

4881. CiiAiKtiAN. — I understand it thoroughly ; be- 
cause my attention was draivn to it tlie very first day 
of the iriquii-y. There is a certain amount taken as 
the cost of the office out of this two and a half jror cent,, 
and then a sum of mouey is retui-ned to the various 
boards by the Colleetor-Genoral ; but at the same time 
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there is a sum of money much larger than is returned 
to the various boai-cls represented by the Collector- 
General’s ovm salary, ^£800 ; represented by law costs 
which vary from year to year, sometimes none, and 
sometimes up to £290 or £300 ; and represented by 
the pensions ; and all those sums are charged upon the 
rates over and above the two and a half per cent. 
Therefore, to ascertain the real cost of the collection 
you must take the amount of office expenses, add to it 
the Collector-General’s salary, law costs, and pensions 
— those three items 1 — That is what I have done, and 
it works out nearly 8d. in the pound as the real cost 
of the working of the office. 

4882. In making that calculation give us your 

figures again. First you liave 1 — £6,652. 

4883. Out of which report is it you take tliis 1 — 
That for the year 1875. 

4884. Let me see that report. (Inspects report.) I 
see £6,652 10«. Id.t — I deduct from that £1,095 
transferred to the boards. 

4885. That gives you 1 — £5,557. Then, on the 

other side of the account the salary of the Collector- 
General, the law expenses, and the pensions amount 
to £2,3'78. That gives a total of £7,935. 

4886. The only thing I would say against that is 
this : you have taken it from the year 1875, and that 
seems an exceptional year with regard to law costs, 
the amount being £656 19s. 11c?., while in 1876 they 
amounted to only £30, and in 1874 there were no law 
costs at all? — I could not get the report for 1876. 

4887. And when Mr. Mooney ivus here I questioned 
him as to the £656 19s. 11(7., and he told me it repre- 
sented the costs of three years, and tliere had been 
some heavy litigation with the Port and Docks Board. 
Further than that, there is for pensions £921 in 1875, 
while I found in 1876 — I suppose by the deatli of 
some pensioner — tliey were reduced to £454 5s. ? — As 
a matter of fact, I applied to the office for that i-eport, 
and they told me it was not yet printed. 

4888. That is the report of 1876 1 — I applied about 
six weeks ago for it. 

4889. They must liave misunderstood you. It must 
be the report of last year, 1877, they tliought you 
wanted? — No, 1876. 

4890. Mr. Brooks. — Plavc you not seen this (the 
report for 1 87 6) before 1 — I did not see this before. 

4891. Mr. Pitipps. — I think in calculations of the 
cost of collection you should not include jiensions. 
They are non-effective charges incidental to the office. 
They are not collection charges. 

4892. Take for instance the collection in Rathmines, 
or any other places wliere they are entitled to super- 
annuation under the Act of 1869. Wlien we have 
been inqumng what is the cost, we never take into 
account the pensions 1 — I do not think tliey liave any 
pensioner in Rathmines. 

4893. Chairman. — Yes, they have ; I do not say at 
the pr^ent moment, but since the passing of the Act. 
He may have died since. 

IFiijiess . — In any case, I take it if you are ascertain- 
ing the cost of collecting the rates in any place, you 
must give the total cost of tlie office, including the 
pensions as incidental to the collection of tlie rates ? 
— In a rough way tliat would work out, I would say, a 
little over 7d. in the pound. 

4894. Are there any other matters you wish to call 
attention to ? — I wisli to call attention to a clause in 
the Water Works Act. I do not Icnow whether you 
have had your attention called to it already or not — 
wliether the G7th section of the Act has been attended 
to or not, which requires the Collector-General in every 
year to make out a return for the Corporation of the 
arrears in his office, and obliges the Corporation to 
examine those arrears : — 

“ The Corporation shall from time to time refer such returns to a 
Committee of their body, who-shall ask the Collector-Genera! to pro- 


ceed for tlie recovery of such rates 
Colleetor-General shall, if required 
tioned, proceed to recover such rates 


•cuts if fully due; and n,. 
M do as hereinbefore nieii. 


That appears to give power to the Corporation 
through the Water Works Committee, of exercisino 
a very effectual pressure on the Collector-General to 
collect tlie rates. 

4895. I presume that clause is confined to rates 
payable under the Water Works Act 1 — Yes. 

4896. We will make inquiiues as regards that; ve 
have not heard of it up to tlie present time. We will 
make inquiries as to what has been done under that 
section, when witnesses from the Corporation are befoi-e 
us? — You do not tliink it advisable, or within the 
scope of your inquiry, that I should give evidence as 
to the circumstances under which this office was estab- 
lislied in the yeaa- 1849 ? 

4897. I do not think it is within the scope of our 
inquiry ? — Tlie greater part of the mattei-s connected 
with it wDl be found in the Dublin newspapers of 
the time, in the debates in the Coi-poration. You 
will find that the project was opposed unanimously 
at first in the Corporation. All pai-ties were agreed. 
The Government appointed an inspector to inquire into 
municipal matters in Dublin previous to 1849, things 
were then as they are just now, not in the very best 
way. Among the recommendations was one, that the 
Government bill or scheme for the amendment of muni- 
cipal matters in Dublin should not be one for vesting 
the management of any depai-tment of the Corpoi-atiou 
in commissioners or outsiders, which would have the 
effect of preventing or discouraging men wJio would be 
very desii-able persons from going into the Corporatiou, 
if the jiowers and duties of the Coipoi-atiou were 
frittered away. Tlie passing of this Act in a measure 
was contrary to the views of the Commissioner. 

4898. Tliat after all was more a matter reganling 
the original constitution of the office, and I do not 
think that should he a subject-matter of our in 
quiry. I merely refer to it sis strong evidence that 
but foi- exceptional and peculiar circumstances the 
Act of Parliament would never have been glassed ; that 
tlie public opinion of Dublin at the time was against 
it. It is a bad system, and never will work well 
no matter who is appointed Collector-General. 

4899. Is there anything else you would like to add 
to what you have mentioned ? — I do not know whether 
yon would considei' suggested improvements in tlie 
system of striking the rate as a primary step towards 
the collection of them. 

4900. No. We inquired in the eaily part of our 
inquiiy as to how far the Collector-General had any- 
thing to do -with tliat. He is simply obliged to act 
on the assessment furnished to him? — My idea is, 
wlioever has the collection of rates, or whatever system 
is establislied, that first the public should have eveiy 
means possible of liaving the rates legally estimated 
for ; that they should know that uotdiing would be 
put into those rates tliat was not legally chargeable; 
and when the local authority had stmek the rate in 
that way under such supervision and clieck as would 
make the rates perfectly legal debts against the rate- 
payer, that then the system of collecting the rates 
should be as neaidyas possible outlie cash order system, 
that is that the ratepayer should pay on a fixed day. 
As it were, tlie local authoi ity should draw on liiin for 
the amount, and have a system of collecting the lutes 
directly through the bank ; and in case of non-paymeut 
on tliat day there should be a cei-tain penalty like a 
noting fee, and interest payable on the rate until the 
payment was made within a ceitain limited period — 
say a montli or two months ; and then it should be the 
duty of tlie authority, if the debt was still unpaid, to 
take immediate proceedings, and tliey should be clothed 
with the same powers for collecting those debts a.s is 
given under the Bill of Exchange Act. 
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4901. Do yo>i suppose, Mr. M‘Evoy, that iu a city 
like Dublin, or, indeed, I may say any large town 
▼here there are a gi-eat number of small houses — 
houses valued at a very small sum, on which the rates 
sve small, and a great number of the ratepayers very 
poor— that that receivable order system would 
ever work without tlie collector going about 
from house to house and soliciting the rate 1— Oh, 

yes. I would have a provision for collecting these. The 

cash-order system might not be applicable to those kind 
of houses. But the larger- ratepayers’ — the great mass 
of the rates— could be collected througli that systern. 
Jlei-chants would rather have it, and enter in their 
kill books, as in the case of a bill to be due on a 
certain day and provide payment. The collectors would 
tlien have very little more to do than collecting tlic 
small rates. 

4902. Take, for histance, the case of Kingstowm, 

you mentioned a short time ago, in which the collector 
<iets in the pound. Is he paid that 5J. on all the 

wtes collected in Kingstown 1 — He is. 

4903. And is there any portion of it paid direct to 
the Commissioners by tire cash-oi-der system, or is it 
all thr-ough the hands of the collector? — All through 
the hamls of the collector. 

4904. Theri the system you would recommend in 
Dublin would be somewhat different from that ? — I 
was not speaking of Dublin alone, I spoke of a gene- 
ra! system of collecting rates, and always supposing the 
local authorities to be the persons to collect the rates. 
I am of opinion — I may be quite wrong — you will 
never have the rates collected on the present system. 

4905. Mr. Phipp.s. — S uppose a ratepayer sends his 
cheque to the bank, as you suggest, how would you 
deal with the receipt for the money I — That might be 
provided for. 

4906. He would liave to part with money iu 
the fii-st instance without having a receipt fur it ? — He 
■would get it from the local authority. The bank 
would account to the local aiitboi-ity, and they would 
send him a receipt by post. 

4907. CuAiBJiAS. — Tliat is the i-eceivable order sys- 
tem. But I think that question has been argued be- 
fore, and the reason it could not be brought into 
operation in Dublin is the multifarious duties of 
the collectors in connexion with the various lists 
which they have to prepare for the municipal 
franchise, the Parliamentary franchise, and also the 
jurors lists, and other duties. Tlierefore it is considered 
not advisable to attempt the adoption of such a system 
as that ? — I think provision could be made for the dis- 
chai-ge of all tlioso duties connected adth the franchise 
by others than the collectors. 

4908. Is it not quite ob'vious that both systems must 
bo in force at the same time ? — Oh, yes. They must. 
There would be a considerable saving in the working 
of the system so far as the franchise is concerned. 

4909. But has not a ratepayer now the opportunity 
of ti-ansmitting his cheque, instead of to tliebank, to the 
Collector-General, and relieving himself of all trouble 
— can he not send liia cheque by post ? — He can. 

4910. Leaving the Collector-General subsequently 
to send a receipt to liim, which amounts in operation 
to the same result, I think ? — ‘Well, he can do it ; but 
tJierc is not a system, and anyone doing that may be 
supposed to be paying before his neighboui-s, and there 
is a coi-tain feeling among people that they should not 
pay before other people at all events ] but there would 
be much larger sums collected if everybody had to pay 
in the ^vuy suggested as a general system of payment. 

4911. I have not the least doubt that a ratepayer 
would prefer being able to transmit his cheque iu an 
envelope, to ha'\'ing a collector call at his door ? — He 
woiild. The bank teller could collect those cash orders 
witli his bills and other business. 

4912. But at tho same time I think you could fall 
back almost on a similar plan by transmitting a cheque 


to the Collector-General ? — But you see if it is left 
open to the ratepayer to do that or not ifhe likes, every 
ratepayer will be inclined to ask himself the question, 
“ Why sliould I j>ay earlier than another pereon next 
door to me, who may bo much better able to pay ? 
Why should I send my cheque in advance?" 

4913. Mr. Brooks. — Do you think any bank in 
Dublin would imdcrtaketo collect tho taxes? — I think 
tliey would. I think they would bo very glad to get 
the account. The Corporation account -would be a very 
valuable one. 

4914. And to collect the taxes? — And collect the 
taxes. 

4915. Did you hear ill-. Bju-ne’s evidence tills morn- 
ing ? — No ; I was not in tlie room when he was here. 

4916. Now, if it weie projiosed that the Collector- 
General should not receive money through his office, 
but that all money should be paid to the collectors, 
would you concur -vi-ith that? — No ; I think tlie 
greatest ainouut of convenience possible should be 
affonled tn the ratepayers, and that the office should 
be open ; and I think greater facilities than I have 
noticed existing at jiresent should be afforded to rate- 
payers to pay ill money. 

4917. Don’t you think it is more convenient that 
the collector should gather the rates in a street than 
that the iuhabitanfe of ovei-j- house in the street should 
send a spcchd messenger to the CoUcctor-Genei-al’s 
office ■? — I speak of any I'litepaycr who chooses to go 
to the Collector-Cciierars ollice to jiay his money that 
there should be provision for liim. 

4918. Can he irot do that I — I thought yinir 
question referred to the proposal to do away with 
that convenience. 

4919. No ; I ask you if at present it is not in the 
power of any ratepayer either to call pei-soiially at tho 
office of the 'Collectov-Geiiei-al or send liy cheque the 
amount of his rates ?—Cei-tainly. 

4920. And every ratepayer receives a notice of his 
liability ? — Yes. 

.1921. And there is nothing to hinder him paying 
the rate? — Nothing to hinder him. 

4922. Do you recollect when the collectore called 
upon the ratepayers under the old system? — No; I 
was not in Dublin at that time. 

4923. Do you know that the collectors iu those days 

had the power of distraming upon the goods of the 
ratepayer without any notice whatever? — Well, I 
don’t know what was the system or powers. _ I know 
it is a very dangerous power. Although it is in oui' 
Towns Impro^'ement Act in Kingstown we delibe- 
rately decided, not to use it. _ y 

4924. Cii-AiiiM-AX. — You are perfectly right in tliat. 

4925. Mr. Brooks. — Would you be surprised to 
lieai- that the tn.x collector, accompanied by one or two 
of his myrmidons and a horse and cart, liad at one 
time the po^v•er to walk into the house of any rate- 
jiayer, and without notice take his goods to the nearest 
sheriff’s saleroom and sell them ? — Y- cll, I caimot 
dispute it ; I don’t know -whether it is so or not. 

4926. That was the practice in former days, and I 
have seen sei^uves made under such circumstances. 
If such powers were continued to tho present col- 
lectors do not you think that tho avreans -would be 

much less than they arc at present?— I would not re- 
commend such powers to be given to collectors at all. 

4927. Do you think that the powers which then 
existed to any e.xtent will explain the greater com- 
pleteness of the collection ? — No ; I think the Paving 
Board being themselves responsible for payments, were 
more likely to exercise vigilance and ))ut pressure on 
their collector to get in the money to meet their en- 
gao-ements than luider tho present system. It is just 
like a merchant or a trader who would have a Govern- 
ment officer to collect his debts for him. I think if 
anyone tried the system in his own case he would soon 
find it a vei-y ruinous one for him. 

4928. Do you know what rates the Wide Street 
Commissioners collected ?— L'hey collected acem-ding to 
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the evidence I have read in Saunders’, a small rate of 
about 3ci!. or in the pound, 

4929. Do you know whether the Wide Street Com- 
missioners collected the pipe-water rate 1 — No ; that 
was in the hands of the Corporation, 

4930. As a matter of fact you state thatl — Yes; 
the Corporation had the charge of the pipe water. 

4931. Do you think that an official because he 
happened to be called a Wide Street CommissioiiercoukI 
exercise more vigilance in the collection of the rates, 
than an official called the Collector-General 1 — Yes, 
when as a Wide Street Commissioner he had to pro- 
vide payments to meet his engagements as such. 

4932. Chatkmax. — T he sum you have given us as 
the cost of collection under the old system, amounting 
to about 2-| per cent., was wholly irrespective of 
establishment expenses 1 — Yes; I think so. 

4933. Mr. Brooks. — Do you know whether of the 
Wide Street Commissioners, one had a special duty 
to look after, the finance and the collection ? — Well, 
I am not able to say that. 

4934. Do you know whether there was a special 
officer 1 — If ho was the financial man of the Board he 
had more to do than mth rates. He had to provide 
for payments as well as for the collection of the 2 ‘ates ; 
and if you charged portion of his salary with regard to 
rates, it should be only a portion of it. You coiild not 
charge the whole of any of those gentlemen’s salaries 
to the collection of rates. Tliey had otlier duties ; and 
that is why I think thei-e is a want of economy in 
the present .system. Now, the Treasurer of the city of 
Dublin, if a competent Treasurer, would be the ]>erson 
to superintend the whole system of collecting rates for 
the city. He would bo at once the collector in of the 
taxes and other moneys of the Corporation, and on the 
other hand the payer out of their expenses. In per- 
forming those double duties and supeiiistending them 
in his office, there would be less expense than if you 
had a separate oflice for one purpose and a separate 
office for the other. 

493D. Clearly. But does not that point to tJie 
economy of the pi-esent system, whereby one gentle- 
man collects the whole of the i-ates, while under the old 
system you had a Wide Street Commissioner in one 
office having charge of the responsibility for the col- 
lecting of tlie industry taxes ; the Police Commis- 
sioners liad under liim another official, wlio liad charge 
and responsibility with regaixl to the collection of the 
police rates ; and similarly with regard to the Gi-and 
Jury i-ates, and the burial intes and water rates, and 
sewer rates. Would it not be that instead of 
having one sufficient official who should suj>orintcnd 
the collection of the whole of the rates, there would be 
under the .system that you recommend a large number 
of officials wjio would have duties widely diffused, 
instead of being as at j)roseut concentrated under one 
roofl — Tlie system existing in Dublin before 1849 
nobody would think of reviving. 

4936. CiiAiKMAX. — That was a bad system — a num- 
ber of boards collecting small rates. It must necessarily 
have been an uneconomical system. But then you have, 
if these returns ho correct, that even under that system 
the rates arc collected for something like two and a lialf 
per cent. Even if you had a portion of the establishment 
charges, under that system the rates were collected for 
the same poundage altogether as under the present 
system. It would prove to my mind that there has 
been no economy which would appear to have been an 
iiTcsistible argument and was an iiTcsistible argument 
at the time, for the abolition of the system of coTlecting 
through a number of small boai-ds, and consolidating 
the rates under one boaid. If even worked out there has 
been no economy 1 — Witness — Tliat tliere has been no 
redaction in the poundage under thus new system, I 
think preves its failure on that point. What I propose 
with regard to the Corporetion and tho Poor Law Board 
should be not to revert to the old system, but let the 
Coiporatiou collect all the rates they liave. There 
would be no reversion to the former system at all, but 
tliorc would be a con.solidation of rates imdcr a respon- 


sible local authority, who would have the si;en(Hn.> of' 
the money, wliicli would compel them to activity in col- 
lecting in the rates. I may mention it as what was 
proposed by the Corporation itself in 1848. 

4937. Do you think your compai'ison of the old 
system and the present is accurate when you witliiold 
from the calculation of the old system the retiring 
allowances, pensions, and law costs and office expenses. 
You know you have poundage of 2^ per cent., which 
the Collector-General sets forth as being the entire 
cost of the collection of the consolidated rate, and 
which is subject to some £1,280 refunded to the Board 
as against the per cent., the mere poundtige paid 
the collectors? — What wa.s chargeable under the old 
system for the proportion of establishment ohaiges- 
fairly chargeable to the collection of rates, I do not 
think will be found to come up to the 8d. in the pound 
or 7|c7., or thereabouts. 

4938. What foundation have you for that ? I would 

a.sk for further inquiry into it. If you wish I wUl 
look into the matter and give you any figures I can 
get. 

4939. But is that opinion you have given us founded 
on any calculation? — I think so. If I take the borough 
of Birmingham for example, and see what they allow 
there to the rate office, what propoition of the general 
salaries of their officers ’they allow, and give you the 
same for the Paving Board it' would work out that 
result. 

4940. I think you suggested that there should be 
superintendence? — Really my experience in Kingstown 
led me to the conclusion tliat the work of superin- 
tendence is veiy small. If you give your collector a 
certain ward, ho has his rate book, and all you have 
to do in the office is to see he returns the amount of 
money. In nine cases out of ten all the superin- 
tendence required will be the proof of payment of 
the rates. 

4941. Do I understand you to say that you would 
recommend as a condition, precedent to the striking 
of the rates, that an estimate should he first made, and 
the approval had of some Government official ? — I was 
not speaking of Government officials in the matter. I 
am afi-aid I would be travelling out of the present in- 
quiry if I gave anything like a lengthened explanation 
of my views on the subject; I believe the Chairman 
has indicated that I should not do so. But what I 
say is this, that the public should have every means 
of being satisfied tliat they were properly rated; that 
they weie chai-ged with nothing tliat they should not 
be charged with ; and tliat ascertained the rate then 
should become a debt something like a debt under a 
bill of exchange, and should be recovei-able in pretty 
mucli the same way. The law should give every 
facility to recover- debts that were clcai-ly and properly 
ascertained to be due by tlie ratepayer. 

4942. I understand you now. By mixing the 
collection of the rate with the striking of the rate, and 
I understand you to suggest that before the rates were 
struck there should be the sanction of some other 
authority, is that so ? — I say that before I would give 
such great power for collecting i-ates I would like that 
the public — the ratepayers — should bo protected and 
their interest guarded. 

4943. Are you talking of collecting the i-ate or 
striking the rate now? — I want to give that check 
on the power when it is created. 

4944. Collecting or striking? — A check on tlie 
striking the rate. 

4945. Mr. Brooks. — Do you think you would get any 
Board of Guai-dians worth, having that would submit to 
any such control ? — I do not jirojiose a Government in- 
spection at all I may tell you ; I don’t propose any such 
thing as that the Govonimcnt sliould control it ; but 
it should be otherwise. I should go into it at gr eat 
Icngtii if I would go into it at all. 

4946. Then you have not a plan? — I have a plan; 
but the Chairman says it is not within the scope of the 
inquiry. But I may tell you I don’t propose any 
such thing as Governmental control. I am entirely 
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a<rainst Government interfering in mattei-s that do not 
properly belong to them . ^ ^ , 

‘ 4847. Chairman. — Uponthat point my idea -wab — 
and ilvi Brooks agrees with me— that we have nothing 
to do in this Commission at all with inquiring into 


anything antecedent to the working of the Collector- feb. is. i678. 
General’s Office. It was merely incidentally the 
matter was referred to and of course so far as it bears 
upon the subject it was right to inquire into it ; but I 
do not think we should go into the matter in detail. 


Mr. Michael P. V. Taafpe re-examined. 


4948. Chairman.— Have you the bank books, Mr. 

fTsaffel r Hands in bank books.] 

4049 Have you a return of tlie amount oi money 
lod-ed by the public in the office in Fleet-street, in 
iftfo and 1877 ?— [Hands in return,] 

4950. A list of the taxes collected with the statutes 
under which they are imposed 1— [Hands in docu- 

^TsSl The returns made by the collectors in 1876 
in respect of their arrears 1— You had those before, 
and you said you would not requhe them agam. _ 

4953. You are perfectly right about that. There is 
the return you said you would not have for some days 
-a return for 1876 and 1877 in respect of vacant 
houses, &c. The next return we asked for is of the 
amount received by the warrant officer m and 

18761— [Hands in return.] _ 

4953. A return of the remuneration of the collectors 
for the collection of rates in 1875 and 1876? — [Return 
put in 1 This is not in your Irft, hut you asked me 
to supply it~a retuim of the amount paid to the rural 
collector. [Return put in.] 


4954. A return of the amount of items of collection 
in each wai-d. Tins I don’t think you said would be 
ready to-day — a return of the assessment for 1877 and 
the cash received on that assessment? — I have got it. 

4955. Then the bankbooks for 1877? — These arc 
they. [Hands them in.] 

4956. Then the correspondence with the Govern- 
ment respecting the a2>pointinent of the warrant 
officer ?— [Handed in.] There is a con-espondence 
with the Govenament referring to tlse qualifications of 
rate collectors, and also a coiTcspoudence with the 
Govoniincnt respecting the Constitutional Club. 
[Handed in.] 

Chairman. — Our Secretary has received lettere from 
some gentlemen residing in Dublin, saying that they 
had certain information to give us. ’ Now, if these 
gentlemen can attend here on Monday next, we will 
he very glad indeed to hear their evidence. 

The" inquiry was tlien adjourned to Monday, 
February 18, at eleven o’clock. 


Mr.Taaffe. 


Texth Day. — Monday, February IS, 1878. 

Presmt:-HnGH Holjies, Esq.. Q.C. (Cbm-man) ; Hesbeet H. llBEEiT, Esqi and Aleeed J. 
Phipps, Esq.; together with Thomas Browning, Esq,, Secretary. 


Mr. Moylan recalled. 


4957. Chairman. — Before I ask you some questions 
in reference to those documents before us, have you 
returned yet to our Secretary the notes of evidence t— 


4958, Has he got them? — Yes. , , • ,.1 

49.59, I have before me one return headed in tiie 


follovving manner : — 

“ Statement allowing the amount of cash appearing 
ledgers of the Collector-Genera! of Rates Department, ; 


le amount of cash appearing in the bank 
the yeans 1870 to 187G, both inclus 
Inquiry Commissioners in their comm 
1878. ■' 


for eacii of 
y the Rates 
dated 10th January, 


I observe that that is in the words of the requisition 
which our Secretary seutto you, but I find the umy in 
which it is returned is this — taking the year 18 f 7 you 
give us in one column the amount of the assessment in 
that year; you give ui the next column the amount 
lodrrecl in the bank, That is not what was required, 
nor what I think the terms of our roqmsition called 
for. What we wanted to know by that demand is 
this — first of all, the amount of cash which appeared 
upon the face of your wai-d ledgere as having been 
received ; and, secondly, the amount of cash which, in 
that particular year, was lodged in hank. Now, the 
•object, of couree, in asking for that was to vouch to a 
certain extent the ward ledgers on the one hand, and 
the bank account on the other, but the return here is 
wholly useless for that purpose, for the amount of 
assessment is of no importance for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether tlie amount lodged in bank cor- 
res[ioiided with the amount received. Do you under- 
stand me? — The amount stated, a.s lodged in bank, is 
correct. . , • 

4960. You are aware that the amount stated m the 
document is correct. That can he ascertained by 
looking at the hank pass book ; but what_ we want to 
ascertain is whether the amount lodged in bank cor- 
responds with what the ward ledgers show as having 
been received, and this document does not in any way 


furnisli us with tlie parliculai's we want You can Feb. is, 167S. 
look at it, and see what we recpiire, and the way that 
we require it ? — I don’t exactly see. 

4961. The object of the, Commissioners in making 
that requisition was this. They wanted to ascertain 
if possible, by a comparison between the entries of 
cash received, as it appeal's in your ward ledgers, and 
the amount of cash lodged each year in your hank 
account — whetlier upon the one hand, the keeping of 
your ward ledger was, in any respect, accui-;ite, or if 
there was a deficiency in the bank account. That 
could he ivseertained by showing in one column the 
amount lodged in bank, and on the other the amount 
apiiearing in the ward ledgers as having been received 
in the same year. That document gives tlie amount 
lodged in bank, but no information of what was 
actually received according to the ward ledgers ? — The 
first clerk, and his assistants gave this matter their 
attention, and I thought they were carrying it out 
according to your requisition. 

4903. Do I understand you to say that that docu- 
ment was prepared by Mr. Taaffe, or under his direc- 
tion ? — It was. 

4963. Then, perhaps it would be a fairer thing to 
ask Mr. Taafl’e did he understand what was wanted? 

Mr. T(U[fe ,. — 1 underetiiiid what you asked for, but Taaffe. 
it is positively impossible to make out the return from 
the hooks, or that I could give the information in the 
terms of the requisition. It is impossible that the 
ward letlgere could be totted in the 10™ in wliich they 
have been kept, and unless they were totted, I could 
not give the amount paid in. What I did do was to 
furnish the amount of the assessment. I know it was 
not exactly what was required, and I thought it might 
be of some use, but the Commissioners seem to thmk not. 

4964. Chairman. — It is not of any assistance, be- 
cause we have tlie amount of the assessment in otlier 
ways, and from other sources. The way to test the 
accuracy of the thing is to show the amount in the ward 
lecUers aud the hank account. That is what we want 
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A>6. i«. 18 -s. to ascertain? — Tlic answer is, that it camiot be fur- 
nisiied in consequence of the mode in wliicii the ward 
ledgers were kept, and it cannot be furnished. 

49G5. At the time we asked for this I’ctum were 
you aware that it was impossible to furnish it ? — I was 
perfectly well aware of it, and I did not promise to 
make the return at all. 

Mr. iMoYLAK i-e-exainined. 

49GG. CnAiR>CAX. — At the time this requisition was 
first made to you were you aware it was impossible to 
give the information required? — No. I said evciy 
exertion would be made to get it, but these ward 
ledgers were kept in such an extraordinary manner 
tliat no mei-cantile man could understand them at all. 

CirAiii.MAX. — Well, so far as that particular part of 
our inquiry is concerned, it appears that we cannot 
get the information we require. We have that infor- 
mation in another form, and tliat slieet which yon 
ha%-e prejiared, but which is not what we asked for, we 
do not require. 

Mr. Taa^a . — Veiy good, sir. 

4967. CuAiRJiAN (to Mr. Moylan). — We also asked 
you for the assessments and the amounts collected in 
the years 1875, 1876, and 1877. Our object in asking 
that was to continue the comparison which Mr. Phipps 
had iniule up of the year 1874 from your annual re- 
poi-ts, and inasmuch as we have got the result of Mr. 
Phipps’ investigations up to that year and it is iijiou 
the notes, it is desirable, I think, that we should also 
put upon the notes a continuation of that. Now, the 
assessment of 1875 was £281,089. The cash i-eedv-cd 
in that year on foot of that assessment was £228,952. 
In 1876, on foot of tlie same assessment, £20,715 was 
received, and in 1877, on foot of the same assessment, 
.£2,669, makuig the entire amount in the three yeai's, 
which is the period we have taken for comparison in the 
case of the others — £252,336, received on foot of tlio 
assessment of the year 1875, leaving the deficiency of 
that assessment unaccounted for, or outstanding 
£29,353, being 10 42 per cent, or 10^ per cent, of the 
entire collection outstanding, The assessment of the 
year 1876 was £280,271,, The cash received in the 
year 1876 on foot of that assessment was £224,160; 
and in 1877, £26,878. It is possible that in this rear 
(1878) also a further sum will be received on account of 
that, and, therefore, wo ai'e not in a position to compare 
it with the other two, but comi^aring it, so far as we c.m 
at the present time, the amount received on foot of the 
assessment of 1870 was £251,038, leaving adeficiency 
of £29,233. The next thing is the year 1877, when 
tJie amount of the assessment was £260,839. The cash 
received in the year 1877 on foot of that assessment 
was £214,711- There are, of course, the arrears of 
that outstanding to a greater extent than those of the 
previous years that have been given, because we have 
only the amount received in one year, hut at the pre- 
sent time it appears, after the year is finished, the 
amount outstanding or uncollected is £52,128. It is 
stated that the ca.sh I'cceived in 1877 on foot of that 
asse.ssineut is a sum of £214,711. Does that amount, 
Mr. Moylan, include the Govemment grants of that 
year? — Yes. 

4968. So that there is, therefore, included in that 
sum of £214,711 two sums gi-anted hy the Govern- 
ment — one of £5,691 17s. 7t)r/., and the other of 
£2,304 17s. 3ic7, niakinga total of £7,990 14s. lid. 

Mr. Taqfle. — Yes. 

4969. CiiAiRMAX. — Now, does the amount stated as 
being the assessment of that year, £266,839, include 
those amounts ? 

Mr. Taqfe . — It does not. 

4970. CirAiincAx, — Tlierefore, if that he so, tlic out- 
staniliug amount upon that assessment — that is, of the 
amount actually assessed in 1877 — at the present day 
outstanding would represent a sum of .£60 124 and 
not £52,128?— Yes. 

i^lr. Moylan. — I believe the Ti-casuiy intejid in fu- 
ture to [lay those sums direct to the Corporation. 


4971. CiiAiRMAX (to Mr. 7’w.^fi),— We have not 

up to the present time got the lui'ear sheets up 
the 31st December, 1877 — that is, the ordinary annual 
arrear sheets which the collectors should send in 4— 
The collectors are not making out arrear sheets at aU 
this year. I promised to supply as accurately as I 
could an account of the entire assessments of 1876 and 
1877, showing the amount outstanding, and losses by 
vacancies, insolvencies, and other causes. Those re- 
tunis are in hands, and those are tlie returns which I 
said could not i^ossihly he ready for at least a fortnight. 
T showed Mr. Miuray and Mr. Phipps, on Saturday 
a specimen of the return. ’ 

4972. Will that return for the year 1877 show the 
same things which would appear on the aiTear sheets 
if they had been sent in ? — If they had been made out. 

4973. If they are made out? — The collector are 
not making them out. 

4974. Taking the returns which you promise me 
will they show it? — They will .show every per.son who 
has not paid his rates during these two years, and the 
causes why the rates arc outstanding, or why they re- 
main outstanding. These retiuns will be much fullei- 
thau the other retunis. 

4975. Are these the returais that you say will take 
a fortnight to make out? — I would say a foi-tni'^lit 
from to-day. 

4976. Now, Mr. Murray asked you some questions 
when you were being examined here the other day. 
At question 3002, in the printed evidence, you are' 
asked — 

“ Are j-ou .isvoru that in vnany cases— some cases, at all events— 
persons who have been able to pay their rates have not paid them?— 
I have not the smallest doubt about it, 

“ You know it ns a fact.’— I have not the least doubt in the 
world about it. 

“ You also know it as a fact tliat persons receiving high oflicial 
salaries, members of the jiulieiai bench, and members of tlie Cor- 
poration, have been allowed to go into arrear ? I am quite aware 

*• That has been done with the cognizance of the office ?— It lia.«. 

“ Have the collectors done their best to have warrants issued iir 
those cases’— Xo, I do not think so. 

“ Tlicy have been returned in the arrear sheets, have they not? — 
They have, occasionally.” 

Now, will these documents that you are now pre- 
paring for us give a full return as regards tlie matters 
which Mr. Murray rjnestioned you about there? — 
They will. 

4977. I take it from this previous answer — " They 
have occasionally” — that tliose names did not always- 
appear on the arrear sheets before ? — I believe the mrear 
sheets were never accurately made out before. The 
sheets I am preparing will show the name of every 
person who has not paid the rates. 

4978. Was your attention ever called to this in 
checking over tlie arrear sheets ? — I never did tliat at 
all. I never cliecked them over. The Collector- 
General himself did that. 

4979. What is your reason for believing that the 
names referred to by Mr. Murray were “ occasionally 
omitted ? — I think the names of peraous indicated were- 
omitted, as well as persons in other positions. I don't 
think there was any special reason for omitting tlieni 
on account of their social standing, I did not intend 
to convey any otlier imjiression to the Commissioueis, 
hnt I may say that I think the lists were imperfect uu 
every possible way. 

Mr. Moylan re-examined. 

4980. Chairman. — Now, you have hcanl what I 
read out to Mr. Taaffe, where certain questions were- 
asked as to certain pereons of high social position witlr 
high salaries, who were allowed to go into arrear, and 
ill answer to the ipiestion — “ Had they been rctiu'ued 
on the arrear sheets?” Mr. Taaffe said, “ They have 
occasionally.” Were yon aware that they were not 
returned ?— I believed that every one was, and I ques- 
tioned the collectors about those in arrear. 

4981. And you were not aware of any names being 
omitted? — No, certainly not. 
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Mr. Taaffe i-e-called. 

4982. Chaikmak. — It is well to liave tliis disthictly, 
31 r Taaffe. Do I uuclorsUind you that wheu you gave 
that aaswer the only thing was, that you were aware 
the an-ear sheets were inaccurately made up, and that 
persons in social position were omitted, and not the 
particular class of persons to whom Mr. MuiTay ro- 
fened ?— That is what I refen-eci to. I do not think 
I have seen that portion of the evidence revised. I 
tliink what is there does not convey my meaning. 

4983- ill'- Mukray. — Had you any names in your 
pjindwhen you gave that answer? — Yes; I had. I 
was perfectly aware t))at gentlemen in the Corpo- 
ration and of high social standing, and other persons, 
consider it a piece of impertinence for a collector to 
call to<coUect their rates unless it is to suit their own 
convenience. 

49S4. Chairman-. — Someof thenames were omitted? 
—Yes. 

:Vr. }Ioylan.—l cmi only speak of what comes 
before myself. 

4983. CuAiRMAR' (to Mr. Taaffe). — When you gave 
that answer “ occasionally,” as regards the omiMiion of 
names, did you mean to convey to the Oonmiissioners, 
tlmt tliere were omissions, hut tliat those omissions 
were accidental and not intentional? — Certainly. 

4980. Now in the last part of your evidence, Mr. 
Taaffe, wlien you were here before, l\ir. Brooks asked 
a question about the salaries of the collectors (question 
3 30.5), and you, after liaving answered that question, 
proceeded in this way:— “Before you adjourn I would 
like to put in evidence a form of ledger I liave pre- 
imetl, and I think ought to be kept in the ofBce;” 
and you said you would have it on the following 
iiiomiii"; and the receipt-books and expendituve- 
Ixioks. We have not got it before us yet, and we 
would be glad to look at it and put it in evidence? — 
There it is (document lianded in). 

4987. Now have you made out this sheet, in 
so far as you could, in conformity with suggestions 
made by the Gommissionei-s when they first mspected 
your books, and directed attention to the way in which 
they w('ie kept? — No ; I had that form of ledger in 
my mind long before there was a talk of a Commis- 
sion at all. 

4988. But it has been prepared since that time? — 
It has been ruled since that time. 

4989. I have not gone through this in detail. I re- 
uicmbei’ suggestions that were made at the time. 
Have you not made this out in conformity with tliese 
suggestions? — I think it is in confonuity with the 
suggestions. 

4990. Now we will go tlirough it. In the first 
]»lace this a]>pears to show the “number of the ledger.” 
What do you mean by the “number of the ledger”? — 
Tlui rate number. 

4991. That is in tlie assessment-book? — In the 
assessmeutrbook. 

4992. That would not be the ledger?— They con-e- 
spond. The assessment-book and the ledger run 
exactly together. 

4993. Then we have next street door, names of the 
persons assessed ; then after that the value of the 
])remises; aud then a column for the years, opposite to 
which can be inserted “arrears of past years;” then 
after that the assessment for tlie year- at that time 
current; and then the total, which will include the 
assessment for the current year and tlie aiTcara of tlie 
past years, and in tlie same column it can be seen 
for what years those arreare appear due; tlien 
opposite to that are the receijits — the receipts, firat 
of all, in respect to arrears, and then of the cun-ent 
rates; then the date of tlie receipt; then we have 
after that the vacancies, and the amount of rates 
which have not been collected by reason of the 
vacancies ; and then after that the amount lost through 
the causes specified in the margin ; then in the 
tnargiu a statement will be made as regards how those 


amounts are lost; then at the end is brought forward I'eh. m, is 
tlie arreai'S, which would be due at the end of tlie jj,. 
year of the assessment. Now is that prepared in such 
a form that the amount of an-eara for a year; tlie 
amount of the sissessment for that year ; the amount 
received in tliat year; the amount lost tlirough vacan- 
cies ; and tlie amounts lost from other causes, can be 
totted ■) — Cei-tainly. 

4994- Aaid tlierefore it cam be balanced ? — It can. 

4995. At the end of the year? — Yes. 

4996. Or the end of each month ?- — Or at the end of 
each month if required. 

4907. Mr. Phipps. — But that would bo of no practical 
use? — My intention was tliat it should be balanced 
every year, but it can be balanced at any time it is con- 
sidered necessary. 

4998. Chairman. — Does that form that you have 
prejKired provide, in fact, that all tlie rates shall be 
fully accounted for, and except none at all? — Y'es, 
eveiy penny piece, aud I propose then to go a little 
further, because at the end of my ledger I would have 
an abstract form in that shape, that it would classify 
the amounts lost, and the causes specified in the 
margin, so tliat at any time the losses through bank- 
ruptcies, insolvencies, or vacancies, or deatJis, or any 
otlier causes would apjiear. 

4999. Now-, as regards that, I can see how you would 
enter from this the vacancies, but how would you 
propose to sub-divicle as to baiikimptcies, insolvencies, 
and deaths? — You will have an entiy of the insol- 
vencies. You will have on the margin a statement of 
the cause of loss. 3 projiose in my abstract to enter 
the rates, the number of the premises on which those 
rates were lost, and tlie amount lost under its proper 
head. 

5000. Then, I presume yon would post this abstract 
contemporaneously with posting the leilger itself? — Y es . 

5001. Otherwdse if you made up the abstract after 
the ledger, you would have to go through it item by 
item ? — It would not take long. Tliere would be very 
few things down that margin. 

5002. Chairman. — Now, Mr. hloylau, we have got 
here your bank-books, aud in the book which shows 
the account of tlie general fund we find on the 4th of 
January, 1877, the amount transferred to the office 
accoiiiit as £1,283 5«. 6(7. We find on looking into 
your bank pass-book, which show.s the office account, 
that on January the 8th the balance from 1876 is 
£ 1,778 14s. 6(7. ’That is four days later than the 4th 
of January. Does that £1,778 14s. 6(7. include the 
£1,233 5s. 6(7. that is mentioned here? — I believe it 
does. Does it not (to Mr. Taaffe) ? 

Mr. Taafe . — It does, £1,283 5s. 6(7. 

5003. How or when was tlie money transferred to 
the office account from the account ofthegeiieral fund? 

— On that date. 

Jlr. Taaffe ,. — It was transferred from the general 
account to the office account in payment of over drafts 
for the Collector-General’s salary, to pay law costs, and 
to pay pensions- It was transterred so as to balance 
the office account as nearly as possible at the end of 
the year. 

5004. Your ofllce account is overdrawn, indeed, all 
threugli theyeai'i — The office account is overdrawn, for 
the OoUcctor-General has properly charg(’d for the 
office outside the 2^ per cent., aud the pensions which 
are charged outside the 24 i>er cent, are also drawn 
during the year from the office account, and at the end 
of the year when making the final transfera to the 
boards the sum is transfen'cd fi;om the gc'iieral acc(Dunt 
to square the office account as closely as j(ossibIe. 

There is always a difference, and that difference is the 
amount of the poundage for the last week’s collection 
of the year. 

5005. But how could there be such a sum as 
£1,283 5s. 6(7. As I understand, the Collector-General 
transfen-ed in that year a considerable sum of money, 
close upon £1,000, out of his office account to the 
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Fet. 16 , 1878- various boiu-ds in tlie year ending 1877. He did that ; 

Mr. Taaie. - ?— He did. 

5006. According to my recollection -the amount was 
between .£900 and £1,0001 — It was.- On the other 
hand the Collector-General had a right to charge over 
and above 2^ per cent, for — first of all, his oivn salary, 
for pensions, and to pay law costs. 

5007. His own salary was £800, and the amount 
transferred for pensions for that year were not more 
than £400 or £500 1 — Oh, £1,400 at all events. 

Mr. Moylan . — The petcsions for 1876 wereirom£900 
to £1,000, 

5008. Chaihman. — L et us see what the pensions 
were in tliat year 1 

Mr. Taafie . — For the year 1876 1 

5009. Yesi But that money was transferred for 
pensions in the year 1877. This amount , was trans- 
ferred on the 4th of January, 1877, so it must he for 
18761— Yes. 

5010. For the year 1876 1 — It is. 

I find I ami’ight ; £454 was transferred for pensions, 
but did not go in in January, 1877. 

Mr. 'Taaffc . — That amount was ti-ansfeiTod for 
pensions, but did not go in recently. We made an 
effort not to have a balance except the poundage on the 
last week’s collections of the year. When you see the 
amount of the pensions you wDl see they are conside- 
rably beyond that. 

5011. Wliat I want to understand, Mr. Taaffe, is 
this. This sum on the 4th of January, 1877, you say 
was transferred to the office account 1 — That is the 
amount traosfeired fi'om the office account to the 
general account, £1,283 5s. 6(7. 

5012. Now, if tlie office account is overdrawn it 
must be overdrawn in the year 18761 — Yes. 

6013. It was not in respect of any payment to be 
made in 1877. It was overdrawn at that timel — 
Certainly not. 

5014. Now, I find tliat in 1876 Mr. Moylan ti-ans- 
forred to the various boards out of the 2^ per cent, the 
sum of £1,283 5s. 6c7, the very same amount as this 
surjtlus. How was that £1,283 5s. 6(7. worked outi 
— On tlie principle oftakhig money out of one pocket 
and putting it into another. 

5015. But even on the principle of taking money 
out of one pocket and putting it into another I don’t 
undeistaud how you work it out. I take the amount 
which you say you took that year out of the office 
accoiuit. I take for that year- also the amount which 
you say you paid on foot of pensions, law costs, and the 
Collcctor-Gener.al’s salary. The amount of tlie last 
three items, law costs, pensions, and Collector- 
Genoral’.s salary was £1,284 5s. Now, that was as 
near as ])Ossible within a pound or so of tlie amount 
which you transferred ,to the boards. Therefore, if 
that be so the result of it seems to me to be that at the 
end of the yoai-, even doing tlie very thing which you 
say you did, paying your peusioim, law costs, aud the 
Collector-General’s salary, the 2^ per cent, would be 
just about sufficient to meet all the charges onitl — 
You are starting at once with the assumption that, wo 
paid only £4.54 odd for pensions, whereas in reality wo 
paid over £1,200 for pensions in that one ycai-. We 
paid to the pensioners out of the office account a sum 
of over £1,200, but in oi-der to balance tlie office 
account with the bank at the end of the year it was 
only nece-ssary to recoup the office account out of tlic 
£1,283 that was charged to it. 

5016. Here is your own report for 1876, and show mo 
in that report in any place, any item to show that a sum 
of more than £464 was paid for pensions 1 — It doesn’t 
appear in tliat, but the actual amount of the receipts for 
pensions which are forwarded to the auditor, and for 
which credit would be allowed, was somewhere over 
£1,200. There are six or seven pensionei-s, and the 
amount of any two of these would come to the £454 
you speak of. 

5017. What is the meaning of printing payment 
of pensions under the 32 & 33 Yic., cap. 69, wliicli is the 


Act of Parliament enabling you to pay pensions at all } 
Why did you put £454 5s. for pensions 1 — Because tlierg 
is no' debtor or creditor account, and if there was it would 
show the amount actually paid out in pensions on the 
one side, and on the other side, to balance that with 
the bank-book, only the sum necessary to he taken 
from the general account. If you take the aceonntfov 
1875, you will find the Collector-General took a gicat 
deal more than £454 — tliat he took the total aniount 
he paid for pensions. Master FitzGibbon said you 
should, in tho first instance, exhaust your two and 
a half per cent., and having exhausted that, thou vew 
possibly you will be entitled to take anything that is 
necessaiy to make up tlie deficit from the "eneral 
receipts, and an attempt was made in 1876 to do tliat 

5018. Then what is the meaning of statiim- vour 
office account, transferred to the vai-ious lioards 
£1,284 5s. 1 — Because that £1,284 5s. was the aiuount 
that remained to the credit of the office account at the 
end of 1875. The Collector-General having at tie 
close of 1875 transferred the total amount he had paid 
for pensions, the total amount of his own salary, and 
the total amount of law costs he had staitiiig on 
the 1st of .Jaiiuaiy, 1876, a balance of £1,284 5s, to 
his credit. 

5019. That does not represent the sum transfened 

to the credit of the boards in 1876 at all? It was 

transferred from the office account to the sever-al 
boards in jiroportion. 

5020. Was it given back again? — It was taken back 
again in nearly the same amounts. 

5021. Wer-e you not pneseut the other day when 
Mr. M'Evoy was examined? — Yes. 

5022. Do you remember his callingattention to this 
fact, that the expense of collection was very much over 
6(7. in tire pound ; and his mentioning as a proof it was 
over 6(7. in the pound, that taking the account of the 
year- 1875, the amount of pensions, the amount of law 
costs, and the Collector-General’s salary for that year, 
when all were added together they brought it up to 
about 9(7. in the pound ? — I do. 

6023. Do you remember my calling attention to 
this fact, that tlie account of 1875 was not ^ fair test, 
for that the law costs and pensions were excejitionallv 
high ; and calling attention to the fact, that in 187G 
there was only £454 5s. paid for pensions, and a small 
sum for law costs, aud that under these circumstances 
Mr. M'Evoy made a.fresli calculation, and stated that 
probably tlie amount wasn’t more than 6(7. Why 
didn’t you exjilaiu the matter at that- time? — I remem- 
ber you referred distinctly to the law costs, but not 
to the pensions ; suid I was under the impression you 
told Mr. M‘Evoy the pensions were not to bo fe^en 
into account at all. I do not remember you made a 
distinction between the two yeai's. 

5024. Do you remember my suggesting as an ex- 
planation that one or two of the old pensioiiei s might 
have died in the meantime 1 — I do not. 

5025. In pioint of fact, is not the calculation you 
give for 1876 a p>erfeet delusion, so far as the pensions 
are concerned? — Certainly. 

6026. And in point of fact a delusion as regards tlie 
transfer to the Boards of £1,284? — That £1,284 was 
transferred to the Boards. 

5027. Well now, so far as regards the 4th of Ja- 
nuary, £1,283 6s. 6(7. was on that occasion transferred 
from the general account to the office account. On 
the 22nd of January was the amount transferred back 
a^in to tho general account? I presume tlie same 
sum— £1,283 5s. 6(7.1 — I will tell you. The fiKt 
trau.sfer was made from the Collector-General to the 
Secretary of the Bauk of Ireland. A second transfer 
was made on the 8th of January, in error, to the office 
account, and tlie general account for the first two or 
three weeks of the yeai- 1877 was short £1,284 5s. I 
was away from the office, ill at the time, and when I re- 
turned I investigated the matter, and found the double 
transfer was made in error, and I immediately got the 
Collector-General to re-transfer that £1,283 5s. 6(7. 

5028. Does the double transfer appear in 
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Ixuik book 1—1 think it does. In the first instance 

‘?83 5s. Od. was pi-operly transferred, and subse- 
OTcntlT the sum of £1,284 5s. was included in the 
deductions of two and a half per cent, in the bank cir- 
ciUai'forthe week ending the 8th of January, and 
remained untD tlie 22nd of J anuary ; and when I re- 
fmned to the office I discovered the mistake. It is 
included in that £1,778 14s. Gd . — the £1,283 5s. 6d. 

5029. Mr. Fhipps. — The first transfer was made on 
the 4th of January, and you say it was proper to make 
that transfer?— Quite oon-ect. 

5030. That is, the first transfer of the 4th of January 
of £1 283 5s. 6<i. was perfectly correct ? — Yes. 

5031. And then you say it was transferred on tire 
8tli of January — I mean £1,778 14s. Qd. was trans- 
fuited?— Itwas. 

5032. Where- does that transfer appear- in the bank 

5^ook ? That transfer appeared at the end of the book 

for 187G. 

5033. How can that be the second transfer, when 
yo\i say this £1,283 6s. Qd. was the first? — Because it 
was made on the 8th of January — the sum of £1,778 

6cf.— and that amount was wrong. 

5034. And was £1,283 5s. Qd. in excess of what it 
ought to be ? 

5035. Chaikjian.— T he question now put to you is 
why the money was transferred back again on the 22nd 
of January? — Because it had erroneously gone to 
the office account, in the first instance, up to the 22nd 
of January, when I discovered how ^e mistake had 
occurred. We had been £1,283 5s. 6(2. overdraavn in 
our general account, and had that balance standing to 
our credit in the office account. The lodgments made 
to the credit of the various boards up to the date of 
that transfer amounted to £1,283 5s. 6(2. more than 
we liad lodged to the ci-edit of the general account in 
the bank. 

5036. But you have already stated the transfer 
made on the 4tli of January, that £1,283 5s. 6(2., was 
in conseciueuce of your office accoimt being overdrawn, 
and tliat £1,778 14s. 6i2. included the £1,283 5s. 6c2., 
but ought not to have included it ? — It ought not. 

5037. And you say the rea.sou of the second transfer 
was because the general account was overdrawn ? — 
It w!is until I discovered tlie mistake. 

5038. Well, these transfers will appear in the Col- 
lector-General’s account for 1877 ? — They vdll. 

5039. Anotlier matter. On the 31st of July there 
is an entry in the bank book — cash from Taafli’e, 
£2-40 10s., and on the 19th of December, 1877, cash 
from Taaffe, £19 Is. 8(2. These are the only two 
((utries api'earing in the bank book that are not i-eceipts 
out of the 2 J per cent. ?^Yes. 

5040. You will be good enough to explain what 
that credit of £240 10s. consists of? — The remunera- 
tion for preparation of the Jurors’ List for the 
previous year. It was drawn by the Collector-General, 
and tlie staff paid out of it, 

5041. Will that appear as a credit in the office 
account for this year? — Well, Mr. Davis has refused 
to let tlicse be entered in the account at all. He says 
that they ought not to appear at all. 

5042. There is that difference between your account 
and the bank book, and it is satisfactory to show how 
it Im.s arisen. Its appearing on the face of the bank 
book would make it appear a lodgment of another 
kiml. Then tlie account published in your report does 
not contain all the transactions tlutt appear in your 
bank account? — It does not. 

5043. Does it contain the result? — It does. 

5044. Mr. Pini’ps. — Were there separate credits for 
the year 1874? — There were. 

5045. CiiAiRjCAS. — What I want to ascertain is — 
is there any item which includes that £2-40 10s.? — 
There is not. 

5046. Mr. Phipps. — Were there s imil ar credits in 
the year 1874? — There were. 

5047. There is yourreportfoi-1874, being the latest 
return of the office account in debtor and creditor form. 
It does not appear to contain any credit of the kind. 


It simply contains the balaaioe on hand at the begin- Feb. is, 187S 
niug of the year, and amount received 2^ per cent, on Taaffe. • 
collection? — I cannot say positively, but I believe the 
amount is included iu the sum of £916 Os. 3(2. My 
impression is that it is. As to the other lodgment by me, 

£19 Is. 8d, the Collector-General holds his offices at 
£70 a year. There is a portion of the office, a back 
room, which is held by Cramer and Company, and for 
which they pay £20 a yeai\ The Collector-General 
pays the full £70, and receive the £19 Is. 8(2., 
representing the £20, less the landlord’s proportion of 
the poor rate, and the public water rate, and income 
tax. 

6048. Mr. Phipps. — Has that item been received 
for some time past ? — For twenty years. 

5049. It has not been shown in your report as a 
credit. Has it been deducted from the amount of rent 
paid ? — I tliink it has been. 

6 05 0. The net expenditure of rent has been shown ? 

— I think so. 

5051. We will ask this question when we get your 
report for the past year? — Yes. 

5062. Chaieman (to Mi-. Moylan). — Now, Mi-. 

Moylan, we have got your notices for demand of rates 
for this year, and as usual these demands are made pay- 
able by foul- instalments — the first payable on the 1st 
of January, the second payable on the 1st of March, the 
third payable on the 1st of Jiuie, and the fourth payable 
on the hst of September. We asked you a question 
before why the rates were maxle payable by four instal- 
ments. We want to know, as we have it clearly in 
evidence that tlie rates are collected by two, and only 
two instalments, what necessity or reason there is for 
having them payable by four instalments ? — It was the 
system pui-sued by my predecessor and I adopted the 
same course. 

5053. I assume, inasmuch as the rates are collected 
in two instalments for the four, that it is found more 
convenient for the collectors and for the citizens of 
Dublin to pay them by two. Is that so ? I find some 
payments are collected in tlii-ee months, Ai-e these 
payments made in tliree months? — There are some 
payments. 

5054. From what class of persons do these payments 
come? — The better class. 

5055. But, as a matter of fact, throughout the 
greater part of the city the rates are really collected 
and really paid in two instalments? — Virtually. 

5056. Do you know any objection to tlie exercise 
of tlie power you have got to make the i-ates payable 
by two instalments — the fii-st payable on the 1st of 
January, and the second payable on the 1st of May 
every yeai-, and insisting that each of these instalments 
shall be fully paid up within the four months after 
the date they become payable? — I see no objection to 
makiiio- two jiayable, as you state. I found the otlier 
system prevailing. I understand there was some 
question raised about the franchise. 

.5057. In what way could the question of the fran- 
chise he raised — in what way could making the rates 
payable in two instead of four instalments affect the 
franchise one way or the otlier ? — Don't we take the 
poor rates for three months, Taaffe? 

Mr. Taa,ffe . — No, no ; the consolidated rate every 
three months. I will tell yon the effect of it. At the 
pi-eseut moment the firet instalment is due on the 1st 
of January, and the last day for qualifying for the 
municipal franchise is the 31st of August. Its qualifi- 
cation is payment of all rates due a period exceeding 
six months immediately antecedent to that date — im- 
mediately antecedent to the 31st of August. That 
being so, the Municipal Kevision Court ha.s held tliat 
the payment of the fimt quarter rate was sufficient to 
qualify for the Burgess Roll. If the half-year’s rates 
were payable on the 1st Januai-y, that day not being 
six months before the 31st August, the rates qualifi- 
cation for the Burgess Roll would be doubled. 

5058. But, in point of fact, if the rates ai-e notpaid 
in that year they must be paid in the foUoiving year ? 

They certainly must. 
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5059. Now, assuming that the ruling of the Revi- 
sion Court be correct ? — I believe thei-e is no 

doubt about it at all. 

5060. I am quite sure there is not, but assuming 
that the payment of the first instalment — the instal- 
ment for the first tliree months of the year — any time 
piior to the 31st of August, is sufficient to qualify a 
)>ei'son for that year, still he must pay prior to the 
31st of August of the previous year- a full yoar’.s rate 1 
— Ho must ; but in the existing state of afiaire a great 
number of porsou-s fail to pay three quarters until 
pretty late in the succeeding yeiir, iind then they come 
and pay a full year — tliat being three-fourths of the 
year before and a quarter of tlic curi'ent year. 

5061. Is it an advantage to the citizens of Dublin 
and to the Collector-General’s office. I don’t advance 
that as a reason. I merely say it is the system. 

Mr. Moylan. — I think it would be more convenient 
to the office to have the rates struck twice, and tlie 
payments made twice. 

5062. Chaiemax. — N ow, suppose, for instance, that 
they arc really assessed as w'e suggest — namely, tlint 
the fii-st instalment should be paid on the 1st of Janu- 
ary, and that it should be insisted on being paid within 
four months after it was struck, and the second on the 
1st of April, and paid within four months, you have 
four months after to take legal proceedings for the 
pui-poseof collecting in outstanding amounts. Wouldn’t 
that enable you to have the entire amount collected 
within the year? 

Mr. Taa-Qc . — There is nothing to prevent tis from 
suing for the first half year in tlie month of Mareh. 
The second instahnont is payable on the 1st of March, 
and so on, and on the 2nd of March there is nothing 
to pi-event us suing for the half year without inakmg 
the half-year payable then. That would obviate any 
question of the franchise. It is a matter of practice 
altogether. 

5063. There is just another matter, Mr. Moylan, I 
would wish to get from you and Mr. Taaffe. We 
know that the estimate is returned to you by the b.iards 
on the 10th of December? 

Mr. Moylan . — Yes. 

5061. Are you of oj)inion that you have sufficient 
time between the 10th of December and the 1st of 
January in your office, with the staff you have got, to 
strike your rate on those assessments, and to pre- 
pare the books for your collectors, so as to strike 

them in consonance with these documents ? No, the 

time is too limited. 

5065. Wliat length of time do you think you ought 
to have after the estimates are sent to you for the pre- 
paration of your books, and the striking of the assess- 
ments ? — I would say a month earlier. 

5066. Do you know of any reason, as far as the 
boards are concerned, why the estimates should not be 
sent in a month earlier? — I do not, but ! belic\'e it is 
in accordance with the Act of Parliament. 

5067. Do you agree, Mr. Taaffe, with Mi'. Moylan 
in thinlcing that for tlie puiposc of having your collec- 
tors’ books prepared, and also having your assessment 
books properly made out, the interval between the 1 Otli 
of December and the 1st of January is insufficient ?— I 
think it is not. 

5068. You think it cannot be done ? — I think if all 
the work were done prior to the lOtli of December, it 
is quite possible to assess the books between the 10th 
of December and the 1st of January. 

5069. I don’t mean merely the assessments, but to 
have the work done properly and the collectors’ books 
prepai'ed?— There would be nothing to be done except 
the assessments ; for if all the work was done as I 
maintain it should be done before the lOtli of Decem- 
ber, there would bo nothing to do after the 10th of 
December but to assess the books, and thou, I think, 
there would be time enough for tliat. 

5070. Wliat you advocate is that before the esti- 


mates came in you would have in the office the uaiiicx 
of the pei.'soiis to be assessed, and you would have the 
collectors’ books prepared as far as the names wev<. 
concerned, and the only thing you would have to do 
between the 10th of December and the 1st of Janiurv 
would be to enter the amount up ? — That is all I don-j. 
think tlie collectors’ books sliouhl be issued on- the Rt 
of January. If they had them in the first fortiiiMitof 
January it would be as .soon as they should get them 
If they had them on the 15tli of January it would b? 
ample time. 

5071. Do you know of any reason why the asse&s- 
nicuts could not be sent in earlier tlian tlielutliof 
December ? — ily idea is that the presentiiieiit sessions 
are fixed for a certain period in the month of October 
or Novemlicr — the end of October, I believe, when 
the judge sits to fiat the presentments. I think thei-e 
is a particular time fixed for that j until after he has 
fiatod the presentments the Corporation could not 
make any estimate — no grand jury cess. 

5072. That occurred to me; but from the time 
the presentments are fiated, there is a coiisidorablo 
interval between that and the 10th of December? 
— I think not. I tliink the inteiwal is not more than a 
fovtiiiglit. I know it i.s some time iu the mouth of 
November. I would like to mention this fact. When 
you say we have got ample time, I am prcsuiuiug the 
service of the notices would be abolished, because if 
the present notices are to be observed, I don’t think 
the time is long enough at all. I think wc ought to 
have a month or more, in order to have the iiuticcs 
filled before the 1st of Jaauiary ; but, if the notice in 
the Gazette is to be taken as sufficient instead of tlic 
present notices, I adlicre to my fonner answer. 

5073. Chaiumax. — M r. Moylan, there is a letter 
here wliich has been addressed to us on the 12tli 
Febraary, 1878, iu reference to which we think it 
light to ask you a question or two. A gentleman 
named Mr. James Browu writes to a gentleman nametl 
Mr. Hely. stating ; — 

“From u iiotko just served on me, there appears to be tlirec years’ 
rates due on Harcouvt-stroet— £G2 10s. 8d. I li.ive therefore to 
request that you wi)l take the uceessary steps to have this matter 
settled, and prevent furtlier troulile.” 

That will explain the other letter addressed to u? 
by Sir. Hely:— 

“Dublin, Fcbruaiy 12, 1878. 

“ Oextlemex, — I purchased in July last, in the Landed Bstates 
Coui't, Ku. oG, llarcourt-street, ivbich was tenanted, and I belici'c 
up to a late period substantially furnished. I let the pi-ciniscs in 
Sept, last to Mr. James Brcnvii, from Tvhom I received tlie enclosed 
letter a few days ago. As one of tliose invited, I respectfully stib- 
iiiit this matter to you, failing to understand why tliree years’ taxes 
have been lost to the citizens thereon. 

“ I have the honor to bo, sirs, your obedient sevvanf, 
“Chaelks Baudex IIelv.” 

We wrote to you Mr. Moylan, and received tlie 
following reply ; — 

“48, Fleet-street, lotli February, 1878. 

“ Sn: — t have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
14th instant, transmitting by direction of the Rates Inquiry Com- 
missipuers, communications received by them from Messrs. C. It- 
Ilely and James Brown, and wquesting that I should furnish an 
explanation, in writing, of the matter. 

“ In reply I beg to state, that tlic promises No. 3G, Harcourt- 
sfreet, were occupied l>y a Mr. John Jf. O'Callaglian (since deceased), 
who also held premises in Graftoii-street and Auiigier-strect, and 
from whom, under the existing state of tlie law, it was impossible 
to levy rates. He was not, so far as I could ascertain, possessed of 
any goods on wliicli a distress could be executed. 

“ I hercwitli return the enclosures. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

“Denis Moyi.an, 
“Collector-General of Estes. 

“Thomas Browning, esq., 

“Secretary, Rates Inquiry Commission, 

“Dublin Castle." 

5074. Mr. Moylan, do you know this house, 36, 
Hareourt-street ? — Yes; for I lived in Hareourt-street 
myself. 

5075. How is that house occupied? — Mr. O’Callaglian 
was in it, but he had a bill of sale. He was a bankrupt 
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several times. Mr. Staunton found the same difficulty 

^ * 5076 . I am merely confining myself to the last three 
veare. I 'want to know what business was carried on 
thei-e during the last three years 1— No business. 

5077. Do you mean to say the house was entirely 
shut up 1 — No. 

5C78. No business was ever canuea on on tlie 
'* ’ ■ , ever carried on there. 


5 Mr. 
nation ! — lie 


premises!— No business 

^ 5079. It was a piivate house 1 — Yes. 

5080. Of what profession or occupation 
O’Callaghan?— He was a baker. 

5081. Where did he carry on his om 
earned it on in Aungier-strcct, I think. 

5082. He had premises in Grafton-street and 

Aungier-sti-eet. Was he carrying on business in both 
those places?— Yes. , , ,r v*i.i 

5083. Had he goods in those places?— Very little, 

I believe. . , . , . rr 

5084. Had he anyfuiniture in Jiishouse in li arcourt- 

gjj.gQt') It was covered by a hill of sale, or some- 

thing of that kind. 

5085. Were there ever any proceedings taken against 
O’Callaghan during those three years? — Yes, there 

What was the nature of the jiroceedings 
taken against liim ?— I believe he was summoned ; he 
was a bankrupt. I think he was a bankrupt twice. 

5087. But what I want to know is what were the 

proceedings talieii by the Collector-General against 
)iini? Was not he summoned, Taaffe 1 

Jlr. Taajf-e . — I do not think within that period he 
was. 

Colleclor-Genend.—'Wdl, he was a bankrupt. . . 

5088. CnAmM.i.x.— Where washe a bankrupt ?— Ho 
wasa banki-uptin alibis establishments and his house. 

5089. Now, I have here the Fitzwilliam-ward arrear 
sheet for 1876, which was within the last throe years, 
and on turning to Harcourt-street I cannot find there 
No. 36 in this arrear sheet at all, I do find a gentle- 
man named O'Callaghan, No. 33 (J. J. O’Callaghan) ? 

Mr. Taafa . — That is quite a difierent case. 

5090. CuAiRiiAN. — Is he a dilforeut gentleman from 
this Mr. John M. O’Callaghan ? 

Mr. Taaffe. — Yes, sir, a different man altogether. 

I can tell you who the gentleman is, but inasmuch, as 
you are not publishing any names, it would be invidious 
to give particulars as to this one. 

5091. We are merely inqiiiring into this case of 
John hi, O’Callaghau, in which no rates have been 
paid for three yeai\s, and I want to know does it appear 
in this arrear sheet ? — I understand it does not, and 
that bears out my view that the arrear lists were very 
imperfect documents indeed. 

5092. Do the Aungier-street and Grafton-street pre- 
mises appear in this ? — They appear in a dilfeveut 
arrear sheet. 

5093. Who was the collector in this ward in 1876? 
—Mr. Gildea, 

5094. He is still a collector?— He is. 

5095. We had him examined before us ? — You had. 
Mr. MTntyre was the collector in the other district, 
and I would be rather surprised if he did not return 
him. 

5096. Aungier-street, John M. O’Callaghau, fifty- 
one and fifty-two, consolidated rates, £'24: 19s. Gd. I 
find at the end of the year there is a total amount of 
£136 14s. Gd. due. Am I right ?— I suppose you are, 

5097. Yes, it is. I find, Mr. Taaffe, in reference to 
this £126 14.S. 6cZ. the observation “is in the law 
agent’s hands.” Do you know what steps were taken 
about that ? — I do ; I know everything about the 
case. 

5098. Explain what steps were taken? — Mr. J. M. 
O’Callaglian was at one time a bankrupt. 

5099. About what year? — The last time I think 
was about the year 1873. At some period — I cannot 
exactly tell yon when — aU the property of which he 


1, was vested in two trustees for the benefit 


of his wife, and since then he has had himself no pro- 
perty whatever on which a distress could be levied, Taaffe. 
With reference to tlie house in Harcourt-street, I 
iuspected the premises niyself, and I am aware that 
the house was not anything at all like fully furnished. 

The occasion on which I went there was this. A 
friend of mine happened to come up to Dublin to take 
lodgings, and she became greatly farmed at a notice 
served by the Gas Company to distrain all the goods, 
and she left the house. I believe thei'C were no means 
of i-ecovering anything. 

5100. But wlicn put into the law agent’s hands did 
he investigate it !— He did. It was useless to fcike any 
proceedings against O’Callaghan ; we could levy no- 
thing from him. I had interviews over and over again 
with the law agent on the subject, and v'e found that, 
under the existing state of the law, the property on the 
jn-emises not being liable for the s-ates, as it was not 
the property of the person rated, we could not recover. 

5101. What are the names of those trustees? — As 
well as I can recollect one was a provision-dealer 
in Charlemont-street, named Molloy, and the other 
a man named Muiphy in Eustaoe-street. 

5102. All are vested in trustees ? — 1 believe so. 

5103. And if that be so why not have rated the 
trustees. I suppose the house was vested in them 
also ? — The house was not. He had no interest in the 
house. 

Collector-General. — Mr. hITntjTe was collector iu 
the Mansion House Ward, and he will explain the 
difficulty. 

5104. CiiAiEiiAN. — Did you ever ascertain how it 
was, or why it was that Mr. Gildea did not return the 
house'in the airear sheet? — 1 never saw the arrear 
sheet. I was not aware of it till Mr. hlurray told me 
this moining it was not in the arrear list. 

5105. Did you make inquiry from Mr, Gildea? — 

I did not ; I presumed tliat he returned every one. 

5106. You did not observe it? — No. It is very 
possible that hlr. Gildea omitted it knowing the rotes 
were irrecoverable, and that he intended to fill a I'erais- 
sioii paper, or something of that kind for it. 

5107. Mr. MukRay. — W heudulO’Callaghan become 
bankrupt? — I think be was two or tlu-ee times bauk- 
laipt at different periods. I know he was never out 
of difficulties. 

Collector-General. — He was twice bankrupt, I know, 
in a comparatively short time. 

Mr. Taaffe. — Sly impression is — I do not state it 
positively — that he gave composition bills, and that 
those bills were never met. 

5108. CiiAiRMAX. — In what ward is Castle-stroet? — 

In the Wood-quay Ward. Castlo-stroct is iicai' the 
City-hall. 

5109. And who is the collector of that for the last 
two or three years?— Mr. Gildea was the collector up 
to last year ; Mr. Bolton was last year. 

5110. Do you know anything of Nos. 24, 25, and 
26 ? — What is the name ? 

5111. Mary Anne Couatty is the tenant, slie h'-Ms , 
under a lease? — The name is familiar to me. She ia s 
got a number-of tenement houses, and I think in snino 
way or other Mr. Sykes is connected with tin- houses. 

5112. Have you got the arrear sheet of that wai d 
for the last two or three years? — We have for last 
year (producedV 

0113. This is for 1876, Mary Conatty for No. 

25 the consolidated lates are £5 Ss.; for No. 26, 

£6 8s. Zd.] and for No. 24 (it is Maria Murphy whose 
name appears), £4 Os. l<f.; and I liml that at the end 
of that year there was a sum of £9 13s. arrears due 
of 24 i £20 2s. 8A of 25 ; and £23 ISs.^ 2d. of 26 ; 
and I find opposite the name of Conatty, in reference 
to Nos. 25 and 26, “ Won’t pay, teuements”?— I think 
Mary Conatty is one of the class known as house 
jobbers, and tliat is the real explanation of the rates 
not being paid. It is on my mind that the houses 
were condemned by the Corporation they a 
a bad state. 

2 E 
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6114, But you cannot give us any explanation of 
this from memory ? — I cannot. Mary Conatiy is 
familiar to me as a house jobber, and from that dass, 
as a inle, it is impossible to recover rates. 

. 5116. You cannot tell us whether any proceedings 
■were taken 1 — I am almost ceitain they were not. 

Chaiiiman. — We have got letters from two or three 
gentlemen, who said they were anxious to tender them- 
selves for examination, and we announced we would be 
very happy to hear them to-day. There is a gentleman 
named John Plaistow, 37, Lower Buckingham-street 
We will be very glad to hear him if he is here. There is 


a letter from Jlr. Dowling, 53, Harcourt-street. Jir 
Timothy Sexton also infoi-med us that he would give us" 
some evidence. I sawliim here this morning. Mr John 
Harris and JL'. William Keating Clay have commu- 
nicated with us. We also received a letter from Mr 
Ward, who is one of the Town Commissioners of 
Bathmines, saying that Jlr. Saunders, one of their 
collectoi-s, was desirous of being examined to suijple- 
ment Mr: Evans’s evidence. We will be glad to hear 
any of these gentlemen now. 

[None of tUe gentlemen named came forward.] 


Jlr. J. Ball Greene examined. 


5116. Chairman. — Jlr. Greene, I believe you are 
the Government Commissioner of Valuation! Yes. 

611(. In the course of nur inquiiy one of the 
collectoi-s, Jlr. Bauiion, was examined on the 7th 
January, 1878 ; and upon our inquiring from him 
why it was that there appeared to be a very con- 
siderable amount of arrears outstanding in the dis- 
trict in which he has collected, he gave as an explana- 
tion, that some of the houses liad totally disap- 
peared, that they had been knocked down and 
removed, yet still appeai-ed on the boohs. When 
asked “ What were the principal causes of deficiency 
in the Monntjoy ward 1” — His answer was 

“ One portion of tlse district is completely cleared away — aljout 
AnnosUy-place. Some of ttie streets have gone down considerably. 
SuminCT-hill, for instance, which was a very respectable street, is 
now all tenement houses, and it is hard to get the rates of them. 

" What do yon mean bv- being cleared away ? —The houses being 
knocked down. “ 

“ Hut I suppose they ceased to be returned ?— No, they remained 
on the books a number of years after that. Tlie Valuation Office 
did not strike them off the rate-book. 

“ You did not return them ? — I drew attention to their requiring 
revision, and ihcy wore revised. The curious ivay the place w.is 
.situ.itcd, it was almost impossible to identify any place iu the 
locality. 

Do you know, Jlr. Greene, wliethev the attention 
of the Valuation Office was overdrawn to houses which 
either had been very much changed as regards their 

character, or totally clciu-ed away! I do. Mr. 

Bamiou was one of the collectors whoso duty it is 
to furnish lists on the 15tli November iu each year, 
as required by the Act of Parliament under a penalty. 
He did return Annesley-place in 1875 at the proper 
time, and rejiortod the lunises G and 7 to be doivn, 
Tiic.se houses were examined immediately after, and 
No. G was found to be standing, and is still standing ; 
and No. 7 was returned to tlie Collector-General as 
down previously in the year 1872. So that in 1875 
wlieu lie reported Nos. 6 and 7 to be down, and re- 
quiring to be struck out. No. 6 was standing, and No. 

I had been struck out of the valuation tliree years 
jireviously. 

5118. Now, as regards tlie house that had been 
struck out of the valuation three yeai-s previously that 
had been returned by the Valuation Office and struck 
out ! — That was retmned in November, and was struck 
out in the December following— a month after it was 
rejiorted. • 

5111). As regards the other house yon siioke of as 
standing, have you any report as to whether it was 
occupied or not % — Jlr. Hurford, can you say if it was 
occupied! 

Jlr. J. T. Ihirford (of the Valuation Office).— It is 
not material for us. We ai'o obliged to keep it on the 
books, thoiigli unoccupied. The house is now standing. 

CiiAiiutAN. — It is merely for our own information. 

Jlr. J . T. llurford. — I could not say- at all. 

5120. Chairman. — Were there any other houses re- 
turned by Bannoii, which had previously been struck 
out of the Valuation ! 

Jlr. J. Ball Greene.— Tliere wore in 1874. I thinV 
that was the first ycai- Bonnon was in the Mouutioy 
Ward. He returned houses in White’s-hme, Gregg’s- 
laue, and Upper Sackville-street. Eveiy house” re- 
poi-ted by tlic collector was removed from the books 
and returned to the CoUector-General in December, 


1874. We have investigated it, and the original 
books are here to prove it if necessary. I may mention 
before we leave Annesley-plaee that in the coin-se of 
the examination of tlie houses he referred to we found 
that Nos. 3, 1), 10, 11, 12 and 13 were down, which 
he had not rcpoi-ted at all. 

5121. When was it that you ascertained tliesewere 

down ! — The same time — when we came to investiraite 
his statement about Nos. 6 and 7. ® 

5122. _ And at the time when you ascertained upon in- 
vestigation tiiat these were down did you stiike tliem 
off tlie boohs 1 — We struck them off the books at once. 

5123. Does the Valuation Depai-tmeut iteelf take 
any steps to ascertain whether houses iu the city are 
either removed or reconstructed, or in circumstances 
to require a new valuation !— Yes ; in the course of 
the annual revision. We take as a groundwork those 
returns that the collectors are required to send in to 
our office on the 27th November, or ratlier the col- 
lectors are required to forwaixl them to the Board uf 
G uardians of the Nortli and South Dublin Unions, and 
they are required to send them to me on the 27th 
November each year, Immediately after I commence 
the revision. I have made a table here to show how 
they do their work as regards the number of alterations. 
For instance, I liave taken the North City, and Ihave 
ascertained from their lists witli their names to tliem 
that in 1877— which were the last returns they sent 
ui — there were 88 new houses built requii-ing to be 
valued. We found there were 251 new houses to be 
valued. They returned tlie number of houses im- 
proved as 73 ; we foimd 105 and valued tliem. They 
returned the number of houses down as 74; we found 
there were 233. 

5124. That is in the North City alone!— The Nortli 

City alone. The fact is that their lists ai-e extremely 
imperfect. The South City shows something about the 
siune proportion ; it is not quite so bad as the Nortli. 

5125. Let us have the figures !— In the South City 
there were 30G reported as huilt or being built ; we 
found there were only 274 to be valued. They' put 
down several that were only just commenced and in 
progress, and it would be too soon to value them. 
They reported 185 as improved and we valued 148. 
They reported seventy-five houses as thrown down, and 
we struck out 141. No houses were returned to be 
reduced for dilapidation ; we altered the valuation of 
forty-three in the Soutli City and forty-nine in the 
North. 

5126. Could you refei' us to the statute under which 
tlie collectors are bound to send iu those returns %— 
The 17th Vic., chap. 8, sec. 4. 

The cliairman read section 4 of 17 Vic., chap. 8, 


of the valuation of tlie rateable tenomenu and "e“Serj,'The 
the limits whereof shall become altered, aad also of rateable tene- 
ments or hereditaments the annual value of which is liable to 
frequent niteratiou such as fisheries, raibvaj-s, canals, tolls of roads, 
bridge.s, miiica,_gas, and n-ater ivorks, and buildings, be it enacted, 
that on the loth day of November in each year, everv collector 
of poor-rates witliin oacli Poor Law Union, within which the 
valuatvon of the rnteable hereditaments and tenements as been or 
shall have been completed and shall be in operation, shall make 
out and deliver to the Clerk of such Union, to be by him laid 
before the Board of Guardians of such Union, a list of all the 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 


207 


tenemeots or hereditaments situate within every townland in the 
Union and within his district the valuation of which tcne- 
° ents shall require revision for any of the reasons aforesaid, or in 
J^oect of any property the annual value of which is liable to 
fre^ent alteration as aforesaid; and if- any sucli collector shall 
ia» or neglect to make out such list according to the. host of his 
abiiitv. and deliver the same to the Cleric of the Union as afore- 
said. within the period aforesaid he shall for every such neglect 
of default be liable to a penalty not exceeding £5, and any rate- 
naver within any Poor Law Union may within the same period 
make out and deliver to the Clerk of the Union to ho by him 
laid before the Roard of Guardians thereof, a list of any tenements 
the valuation of wliich shall in his opinion require revision, and 
the Clerk of each Poor Law Union sliall for ten days after receiving 
any such list leave the same open for public inspection at tlie 
Workhouse of such union, and permit extracts to be made there- 
from and shall on or before the 27th day of November in eacli 
vear,’ make out a full and complete list of all tenements and 
Dtoperty mentioned in such lists delivered to him as aforesaid on 
or before tlie 15th day of tlie same month, and transmit Uic li.st 
so made out by him to tlie Commissioners of Valuation with tiie 
opinion of the said Board of Guardians, whether such revision is 
necessary on account of such changes or alterations.” 


5127. Tlie Statute further directs that the Commis- 
sioaer of Valuation shall cause a revision to be made, 
and transmit a list to tlie guardians, and so on. Could 


you, from the returns in reference ,to both tlie north fab. 18,1878. 
and south city, tell us whether there were any wards 
that appeai'ed inoi-e carelessly inspected tlian otliersJrrr- 
Here is the North Dock Ward— there were only fifty-, 
nine changes reported, and we found 241). 

5128. Do you know who was the collector in that 
wai-d^— I do not; and in the Mountjoy Ward there 
were thirty-two cases reported, and we found seventy? 
ti've. 

5129. Have you in that paper a rgtm-n for the 
wards 1— Yes. The fli-st column in red ink shows the 
retuni furnislied by the collector's, and the other the 
changes that were discovered. In consequence of the 
changes not being sufficiently repoi'ted, not only in 
Dublin but elsewhere, there is an increase of labour 
ou our department. I understand that the collectors 
are changed frequently, and of coui-se they have not 
as great an interest when changed about in having the, 
returns accurate as they would have if remaining in 
the same ward ; because if accurate it is easier to col- 
lect the rates, I imagine, from the statement by Bannon 
about Annesley-place. [Hands in return] : — 


City of Dublin Revision of 1877. 


— 

Number of Ilousea 
built. 

Number of Houses 

Number of Houses 

Number of Honsce 
reduced from 
dilapidation. 

Number of Cases 
reported for Revision 
and Revised, 
including Columns 
1 to 4, and other Cases 

not uuder tliese beads. 

Reported 

Collectors. 

KoTised. 

Reported 
by the 
Collectors. 

Revised. 

Reported 

Collectors. 


Reported 

Collectors. 

Revised- 

Reported 
by the 
Collectors. 

Revised. 

Arran-quay, . 

Inns-qoay, . 

NorffiCity, . 

KortU Dock, . 

Rotundo, 

Total (North City), 

FitzwiUiam, . 

Mausion House, . 
Merchants’-quay, . 
Royal Exchange, . 

Soutli City, . . 

South Dock, . 

Trinity, 

Uaher’s-quay, 

Wood-quay, 

Total (South City), 
Total of City, 

14 

21 

19 

11 

19 

4 

21 
71 
40 • 
14 

19 

21 

4 

22 

21 

5 

31 

14 

7 

21 

29 

26 

12 

12 

3 

15 

77 

1C 

20 

13 

103 

4 

included by the Collectors in Column 2, under 
term “ altered." 

5 

4 

2 

1!) 

11 

CG 

38 

32 

47 

59 

16 

145 

108 

75 

50 

249 

45 

88 

251 

73 

105 

74 

233 

49 

258 

672 

IG 

11 

20 

9 

34 

197 

10 

47 

17 

16 

4 

45 

125 

1 

31 

8 

13 

53 

36 

10 

6 

6 

14 

14 

18 

22 

30 

7 

12 

11 

2 

11 

13 

23 

1 

2 

29 

18 

9 

23 

10 

34 

15' 

6 

9 

1 

1 

9 

2 

8 

4 

4 

48 

28 

46 

30 

94 

70 

72 

207 

30 

33 

118 

48 

45 

77 

45 

129 

157 

306 

274 

185 

148 

75 

141 


48 

599 

682 

394 

525 

258 

253 

149 

374 

<5 

92 

857 

1,354 


Gross Total reported by Collectors, • • * • , 

Gross Total number of cases Kevised, .... l,3o4 „ 

(Signed), J. Ball Gbexsb, Commissioner of Valuation. 


General Valuation Office, Dublin, 18th February, 1878. 


5130. In addition to collectors sending in returns to 
the Board of Guardians, of course the ratepayers them- 
selves may send them in'! — The ratepayers rarely do 
it ; for if they have a new house built they won’t re- 
port it. 

5131. It is only in casKi where they expect a re- 
duction. that they report? — Only in cases where they 
expect a reduction. 

5132. Have you many instances of ratepayers taking 
steps in that way '! — No, we have not. 

5133. Does the Commissioner himself take any 
action apart altogether from any report sent in to him 
about the valuation of premises and houses ? — Nothing 
more than what I liave stated — that in the course of 
the revision evei-ything the inspectors meet witli they 
have to correct. 

5134. Of course an inspector would not mei-ely 
coiTect what ho happened to see on the office return, 
but in going through the locality, if he saw a house, 
the valuation of which should be altered, he would 


change that too ? — He would change that too, whether 
i-emoved, or improved, or a new house. That return 
illustrates it; for we made 1,354 changes in the valua- 
tion, whereas there were oniy 857 reported. 

5135. Could you tell us -with facility what the in- 
crease of valuation in Dublin has been witliiu the last 
five or six years? — I have brought with me a return 
that begins at the first time Sii- Richard Griffith’s 
valuation came into operation. It was made in 1852-3, 
and it was first issued for rating in 1855 ; and the 
valuation was £541,377, while the valuation we have 
just revised for 1877 is £832,217. 

5136. And is the area of these two valuations the 
same? — Precisely the same. 

5137. And tliis shows the valuation for each year? 

Each year, year by ye.ar. There is nearly £92,000 

of an increase in that time. [Return handed to the 
chairman.] 

5138. As fai- as I can see by looking through this 
document, the inci'caso appears to have been pro- 
gressive to a cei'tain extent? — Progressive. 

2 E 2 
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FA. 18. 1878. 
Mr. Greene. 


5139. From the year 1870 to 1872, thei-e appears 
to have been a very large increase, over £50,000. 
That is one-half of the increase during the entire time ? 
— Yes ; there has been gi-eat improvement in build- 
ings — new insui-ancc offices and other buildings of 
considerable value duiing those years. 

5140. Do you suppose that in those years 1870, 
1871, 1872, there were brought under the notice of 
the Valuation Office, imjirovements made in former 
years not previously valued 1 — No ; I tliiiik we Ji-ive 
gone on the same principle year by year, valued every- 
thing that was required to be valued ; but of the 
ina-Ciise from 1870 to 1872, there is something like 
£1 1 ,000 due to the V artiy waterworks that wo valued. 

5141. That is the mains were valued? — The mains 
were valued. 

0142. And you think that was during those years ? 
— It was. 

5143. Wliat is the amount of the valuation of the 
Vartry mains ? 

Mr. llurfonl . — I think about £11,000. 

!Mr. Greene. — Still the return shows a considerable 
imi>rovement in the city during that time. [Return 
put in, viz.] ; — 


that principle ? — In all the new buildings that hav 
been erected. Do you know how long, Mr. Taalfe? 

Mr. Taaffe. — For the last three or four years. Ru* 
the difference between your evidence and mine is this- 
you are speaking of new buildings, and I was speakins 
of old ones which were valued. ® 

Mr. Greene . — Tlie office of the London and Globe 
Insurance Company is divided in the same way as 
also the Crown office, and are sopamtelj vrJued. ' 

5147. CiiAuoiAN. — On what principic do you ui'd^e 
a valuation of the kind. You have ' mentioned in 
surance offices. We know hoAv they m-e situated 
Take, for instance, 43, Dame-street, it is entirely kt 
out in offices (the Leinstei’ Chambers) ? 

Mr. Ormie. — That was valued originally in one and 
still continues so. ’ 

5148. Do I undorstaud that in tlie case of a house 
originally valued as one, if a requisition was made to 

value it in hats your office would not do it? We 

would. 


5150. I am assuming tliat the requisition was made 
to you ? — Certainly. 


“ KATEAnr.B Valvatios of tlie City of DrnLi-v, fiom 1875 i 
1877, ns made ami revised annually in the Valuation Depar 


“ J. Ii.u. 1 , GiUiBNE, Commissioner of Valuation. 

“ General Valuation Offite, 

'‘Dublin, ]8lli Iwlruaiy, 1878." 

6144. It was mentioned to us in the course of the 
evidence that occasionally requisitions have been sent 
in to tlic Boards t;f Guardians to have houses which 
arc let ill tenements — ns fur as I could gather general!)', 
houses that are let in separate scries of offices — valued 
sejiar.itely for each floor, as it were upon each tene- 
ment into which it vms divided; and Mr. M'Farlaue 
told us that latterly the Valuation Office did not 
value separately iireraises under these circumstances. 
Could you tell us how that is ? — I think latterly it has 
just been the other way. We understood at one time 
■ some years ago, that tlie Cc/IIcctor-General held that 
if houses wore valued in tenements, ho would not assess 
them ill separate tenements, and therefore,, we di.d not 
at one time value them. Latterly we have valued 
them separately. I have made an extract of recent 
valuations here, and I have taken the Scottish Widows’ 
Life Insurance as an example. We think it ought to 
be done— we think where tlicrc are flats with separate 
enti-aiice door and a knocker ami bell, and the man’s 
name on it, they ought to be valued separately ; and 
I made a valuation of the Scottish Widows’ Office and 
assessed 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 valuations on that one 
biiikling. The basement wc valued at £3G ; tlie first 
floor ,£100; tlio second £65; the third £44; the 
fourth £30 ; and the fifth at ,£15 ; making a total 
valuation on the whole of it of £450. 

5145. Did your department ever, Mr, Greene, got any 
advice on tliis subject as regards .separate valuation 
Yes, of tins class. We were advised that we ought to 
value them— where they are lot, aud where tliere is a 
common jiassagc like a street in fact, with separate 
entrance to each, there should bo a separate rating on 
eacli. We were advised so ; bnt that was long since 
the valuation was completed. So, therefore, wc have 
no power now, except when we are required to do it, 
and the notice sent in to us. 

5146. For how manyyears have you been acting on 


^ — vaov a.iy uouse 

let out 111 tenements where there was a common hall • 
I mean where it is stated that those flats are let sepa- 
rately, and thei'e is a common liall or enti-ance to those 
separate tonements ? — We would value them. 

5152. Do you consider it a necessaiy thing to justify 

you in niaking a .separate valuation in that way, that 
tJie portion of tlie premises occupied by each individual 
who would require a separate valuation, should he 
wholly sepai-ate aud distinct from the rest — that there 
should be no common room occupied by them ! Cer- 

tainly. 

5153. But yon think you would have the power to 
make the valuation in cases wliere certain jieisons oc- 
cupy a portion of the premises wholly distinct from 
the rest of the premises, no otJier person having con- 
trol over those premises, and the only thing common 

between tliem being a staircase and hall ? That is 

what I say 

5154. A letter has been sent here by a gentleman 
who has a suite of rooms or a flat at 71, Urefton-sti-eet, 
FLoyal Exchange Wai-d. I do not know the premises 
mysfdf ; but ho states he made application to the Col- 
lector-General of Rates Office, and he was told they 
could not be valued .sepai-ately ? 

Mr, Uurfwd.—l am aware that Mr. Dowling, a 
land agent in that house, made an application. It 
will be valued at next revision. You had that case 
before you, Mi'. Greene, if you remember. 

Mr. Taajj'e.—A.nil, then, as a matter of fact, the 
ColIectoi'-GcncraJ, when ho gets that, acting on the 
opinion which he has got, will refuse to divide it, 

5155. CnAimiAN.— Taking that case of 71, Grafton- 
street, you think as you understand the statute, tliatis 
a case iii which you would make a separate rating?— 

1 es ; I don’t kno'w whether it is exactly identical with 
those or not. I don’t hmow whctlier it has been in 
vestigated or not. If it is precisely a similar case we 
will se 2 )ai'atc it. 

5156. Do you remember, Mr. Greene, the case of 

those chambers which Mr. Tristi-am Kenm-dy had 
111 Heni'ictta-street ? I do. 

scpaiate valuation in those cases 1 
— We did ; we got a requisition. 

5158. And do they still remain on vour books? — 
They do. 

5159. I undenstand that up to tlie present time ill the 
CoIlector-Genei-aJ of Ratos Office that separate valua- 
tion lias not been acted upon ? — I do not know any- 
thing about that. 

5100. Do you remember— it was mentioned here the 
other day when The M'Dermot was giving his evi- 
dence— after that time v\ hether there were any changes 
made in your valuation of other 'premises that had been 
previously split up, and that you consolidated ? — In 
what ward ? 
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5161. In Dock-street 1 — Yes; some new houses. 

tlr. Taa,^' — Bewley’s premises in Dock-street. 

Ther were valued in thirty-two different houses, and 
vou consolidated them and made them eight, and that 
was ou the i-equisltion of the Collector-General who 
had been losing rates ou the premises 

5162. Chaiuman. — D o you remember that occur- 
I think it was done, but it must be some con- 
siderable time ago. 

Hr. Tauffe. — It was iromediately after Mr. Tristram 
Jveuuedy s case. 

5163. Chaikman. — I do not think that is a matter or 
importance as far as this iuquia-y is concerned, for we 
kuW now tlie principle on whicli you go. Is there 
any other evidence you would like to give 1 — I 
appeared before you principally in consequence of the 
statement Mr. Bannoii made, which reflected on the 
olfiee and the gentlemen who had charge of tliis re- 
vision i and I have gone thi-ough all the lists of Mr. 
Baimon since he was lirst appointed in 1874. I have 
most minutely gone into tliem witli the valuer, and we 
.found that not one of the cases lie had stated was 

not a single case. I have them all enumerated 

here in the different years he sent tliem in, and I find 
tliat in not a single iustauce was he correct. 

5164. Do you mean by that when lie reported a 
house as being built or removed, in every instance 
which was examined into, his report was unreliable 1 
—It was not reliable. He retunied liouscs as being 
down that wei-e not down, and he omitted to return 
houses that had been thi-owu do%vn, and that we dis- 
covei-ed and sti'uek out immediately. . 

5165. Are you bound by law to make any change 
in the valuation except upon requisition, either from 
the collectors of rates or from the ratepayers ? — ‘Well, 
that is a very nice question. The machinery that you 
have iust read in the 4th section 17 Vie., sets forth 
that the collectors arc to give certain returns, and 
the ratepayers may do the same. We did take an 
opinion some years ago at the time I think when the 
present Mr. Justice Keogh was Attorney-General, 
as to whether we were authorized, and he said in his 
opinion that if there was a list sent to us we were not 
bound by tliat list, and that we could revise what- 
ever we found necessary in the progress of the re- 
vision. 

5166. And you have acted upon that opinion since 1 
— Wc have acted upon that opinion since. 

5167. Now, there is one ward which Mr. Murray 
has observed, appears to be a very bad one, in tliis 
return you have given us — the NoiHi Dock Wai’d. 
We find here that there were reported by the col- 
lector 51) cases fur revision, and that there were 249 
cases revised ; that there were 19 houses reported as 
built, and 86 as a matter of fact revised ; and that 
there wore 15 houses knocked dowu, while in point of 
fact there were 103 revised. Do you know whether 
tliere was anything exceptional this yoiu,’ about that 
particulai' ward 1 — Tluit is the requisition on which the 
Collector-General struck his rates on the 1st Jauuaiy 
this year. 

5168. Was the Railway Company knocking down 
liouscs in that yearl — Yes, it was. 

5Ir. Hurford . — ^'Iliere were an immense number of 
houses removed in that year, and others rapidly 
built, 

5169. CiiAiKiiAJT. — Because it would ajipeav as if 
there must have been somethuig of this kind of an 
exceptional character. Is the valuation made by you 
in your books, Mr. Greene, ever compared with the 
books in the Collector-General of Rate’s office, upon 
which he stiikes his assessment 1 — I am afraid not. 
There was a comparison some time ago. Some 
gentleman came from the Collector-General of Rates 
office to our office and did go through them ; but it has 
not been done for several years. He went to the 
Valuation Office and made a comparison, and a great 
many discrepancies were discovered. 

5170. Well, in point of fact, the only communi- 
cation between your office and tJie Collector-General’s 


office is when, you send in your returns each year in JeS. is. ms. 
the month of November! — Yes. graene. 

5171. To prevent those discrepancies which, when 
there is no comparison of the kind, must grew up 
in books in the course of the year, would there he any 
difficulty in making a comparison at the end of the 
year! — None whatever. 

5172. What time would it take ? — A very short time, 
if the Cdllector-Genei-al’s books were in a tolerable 
state. I never saw tbe Collector-General's books. Does 
he make a copy of the rate-book ! 

5173. There is an assessment book made by him 
every year ! — I do not see why a clerk from our office 
and a clerk from the Collector-Genej-al’s office should 
not sit down together, and in two or three days make 
a coraparisoji. Perhaps it would not take so long. 

5174. If a clerk from tlie CoOector-Goneral’s office 
were to come to you for the purpose, would you put 
a clerk at his disposal in your office ? — Certainly, and 
give him a seat and a room, and elII that. I think it 
would be a very desirable thing to do. 

5175. Do names appear in your books! — All the 
names, both owners and occupiers, hut we are not 
hound every year to correct the names throughout the 
city. We correct all tlie names in every place we can. 

Our books represent the number of the street, the 
occupier's name, the immediate lessor, the value of 
the house, and also, if there is a yard or garden or area 
a value is attached. 

5176. Are the names required to appear in your 
books for any purpose — are they required by statute ! 

— Yes. Here is a copy of the form we are requii-ed 
to furnish. [Produced,] 

5177. How do you, for the purpose of your valua- 
tion, ascertain who the immediate lessors are! — By 
inquiry. We ascertain both by inquiry from the 
occupier, and if there is any doubt about it seeing the 
receipt for his rent. If we have anything difficult, we 
find it out in that way. 

5178. Have you any powers under youi- Act of 
Parliament to compel the occupier of a house to tell 
you who the lessor is! — No, we have not ; but they 
really give us the information without any trouble 
whatever. 

5179. There was some evidence given to us by Mr. 

Mooney, according to my recollection, in which he 
said that legiil difficulties arose by reason of a change 
of valuation being made in the cour.se of the year, and 
it would be impossible to assess any premises until the 
chanf^e was completed. Was not that so, Mr. Taaffe! 

Mr. Tauffe. — Yes. 

5180. Do you know anytliiiig about that, Mr. 

Greene ! 

Mr. Greene . — I don’t know exactly what you mean 
by a change. 

5181. Mr. MURH.AY. — The revised valuation for 
1877 would not come into operation for the year- 1878, 
would it ! — IJp to about two years ago we -were in the 
habit of completing the revision rapidly— that is, for 
the Collector-General. We got over the lists that were 
sent to us on the 27th November as fast as we could, 
and we sent them to the Collector-General, knowing 
that lie was hound to strike the rates on the 1st 
January. On that Ciise of the Collector-General v. the 
Port and Docks Board, it came out that ho had no 
power to strike a rate until the period required by the 
Act 15 and 16 Vic, had elapsed— twenty-eiglit days to 
appeal ; so that the books should be lodged for twenty- 
eight days, and if there were no appeals, then it was 
legal to strike the rate. After they were sent to 
him on the 1st January there were twcutj'-eight days 
more. So tliat in fact the revision to December, 1876, 
does not come into operation uutil the 1st January, 

1878. 

5182. Here is the evidence given by Mr. IHooney, 

[Reads Mr. Mooney’s evidence on tbe subject.]! — That 
IS all correct. We have got over the difficulty referred 
to now by not issuing the revised valuation until the 
period for appeal expires. 

5183. But then the result of that always is, that the 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



210 


COLLECTION OF RATES INQUIRY. 


i8i ii>78. C'oHe 0 tor-Gencra.l hns struck liis rate before that time 1 
Mr, Gweiie. — S®*- *^1® revision of 1870. 
He strikes it on the previous year’s valuation. 

■ -SiSl:' But then the result is this ; that say, for in- 
stance, there were a nuiiiher of changes in the case of 
the year 1877, and say, for in.stance, that your atten- 
tion was directed to those changes, and you were called 
on' to make a new -valuation in' respect of them — the 
CollectoT'-t^eneral cannot, in striking his rate, at the 
end oi 1877, make use of any re-vision which you have 
done for that year. In point of fact, any changes 
that occur in 1877 ai-e only to be made available for 
the purpose of taxation in the year 1879 i — The 1st 
January, 1879. You see the-Act of Parliament says 
that, for our revision, we have to the fii-.st clay of tlie 
summer assizes. When that Act was passed, it was 
for all Ireland, and our valuation was from the 20th 
November to the first day of the sciinmer assizes in 
the following year to do the work. They evidently 
contemplateij moi-e in those days when that Act j>assed 
— county rates and county cess. 

5185. Then the result of that in Dublin is that 
the house that happened to be built in the year- 
1877 would pay no rates during 1878 at alii — It 
would not. They have in Belfast a different system. 
There they have power under their Act to get the pre- 
mises valued, and charge them for the portion of the 
year tliey are occupied. A house may be brought into 
valuation, and if it is unoccupied, it is not charged 
any rates for that time ; but if it is occupied three 
months in the year, it is rated for one-fourtli of the 
rates. 

5186. Of course that might be remedied by one of 
two ways, as far as I can see, It might be remedied 
by altering the date of the revision — that is, throwing 
it back earlier in the year, in which case, after all, 
there would still he some houses being built up ; or it 
might be effected in anothei- way — namely, by ena- 
bliiig the house to he valued at any season of the year, 
and put in the rate books at any season of the year 
aftei- the twenty-one daysl — It might, 

5187. And the last way would be evidently much 
the best way to meet that? — Certainly. 

5188. You say that does exist in Belfast? — It does. 

5189. Is that under the local Act? — Under the 
local Act. 

5190. Do you know whether it exists in any other 
town in Ireland under a local Act ? — I am not aware 
of it, exeojit in Belfast. We have a local valuer there, 
and I wrote to liim, and lie said they have the power 
there, and they do get the rates. 

• 6191, At -what season do the Poor-Ia-w Unions make 

their assessments ? — Genei-ally speaking, in autumn, 
6192. Then, as far as the Pcor-law is concerned, 
the s’aluatiou which you make this year would not be 
made use of until the following autumn ? — Oh, yes, 
the valuation that we make in the revision. We do 
not, throughout the country generally, commence until 


about now to re-vise, of until the sjmng, and we tav 
them all complete to return at the summer assk 
and for poor rates struck after that -time, the valuati ‘ 
of this year is available. ® 

5193. But, however, the way to remedy the defect 

you have mentioned would be to enable the Collector 
-General of Rates at any season of the year to put on 
his book, after the expiration of twenty-one <lays th 
houses valued by you? — Certainly. ’ ^ 

5194. Is there anything more, Mr. Greene, you could 
suggest that you think could help us in any way?-_ 
Only as far as concerns the revision : I tliink it is an 
injurious thing to our department that tJie collectors 
are not allowed to remain longer, at all events, in the 
same district. I think the removal of the collectors 
from one ward to another makes them indifferent as 
to the accuracy of the rovision, A man doesn’t care 
about sending in an accurate return, for he says, “I 
-will be away next year, and somebody else will bg 
there collecting the rates,” But if he remains there 
the more careful will he be to give an accurate return' 
because the more correct the revision is the greater 
facility there will be for collecting liis rates. 

5195. Did you ever call the Collector-General’s ab 
tention to the fact, that the returns sent in by Lij 
collectors to your department appeared very deficient 
and very inaccurate? — I don't think I did. I don't 
recollect doing it. 

5196. Do you ever forward to the Collector-Gene- 
ral the returns you receive from the collectors, or do 
you keep them? — We keep them. 

5197. Then tlie Collector-General has no opportu- 
nity, from your department, at least, of knowing -what 
returns are made by the collectors? — We get* them 
from the Poor-law Guai-dians, 

6198. The statute directs that they shall be sent 
direct to the Poor-law Guardians? — It does, and -we 
get them direct from them. 

5199. And when you send in your re-vised list you 
don’t send a copy of the returns given by the collectors 
to you ( — No. 

6200. We would like to see these returns. (Copy- 
return produced). This is the original document sent 
in by Mr. Bannou? — Yes. 

5201. No change appears to have been made in this 
by anyone in youi- depai-tment? — No change. 

5202. Whom is it signed by ?— By Mr. Bannon him 
self. 

5203. I take it, that unless somebody proves the 
contrary, we may take this to be a copy of Mr. Jlichael 
Baiinon’s return, made by Michael Bannon, and com- 
pared by the clerk of the union 1 — Yes ; it is compared 
by the clerk of the union. In a memorandum I ha-re 
just got Mr. Bolton says ; — 

“ Tlie ilifliculty suggested could be met bv the Collector-General 
being autliorisud to strike bis rate on the list when first sent in by 
the Commissioner ol -y-aluation. For parties dissatisfied we might 
have an appeal, and, if entitled, they could get a drawback. This 
principle exists in the Poor law Act.” 


Mr. Bolton. 


Mr. Geokge Bolton examined. 


5204. CHAinjiAN. — I believe you are solicitor to the 

department of the Commissioner of Valuation? I 

am. 

5205. We have already heard from Mr. Greene’s evi- 
dence the difficulty that occurs in tlie Coliector-GeueiuTs 
office once the valuations of which you are aware are 
received ? — Yes. 

5206. The result would appear to be this— that a 
house bioilt in the year 1876, for instance, although the 
Commissioner of Valuation would have it valued in 
that year, and although he would send in his valuation 
to the Collector-General’s office early, perhajjs in 1877, 
yet it cannot be assessed forthe year 1877 or any por- 
tion of it, and fii-st becomes seibjcct to rates in 1878. 
Is there siny way you would suggest to meet that 
difficulty?— The suggestion would be just what the 
Commissioner of Valuation has laid before you. I 
have thought the matter over a good deal, and I have 


suggested to the Commissioner of Valuation that it 
ought to he met in that way — by giving the Collector- 
General power to act on his primary list -without wait- 
ing until the time for appealing against it had expired. 
There are few appeals, and very few are successful; 
and if a party are guaranteed by the Commissioner 
that he would have his redress for any wrong done, 
and be entitled to a drawback of whatever he should 
not liave paid if he was successful ; that would at once 
meet the whole thing, and each list would be acted on 
in the yeai- succeeding that on which it is struck. 

5207. You mentioned that this principle exists in 
comiexion with tlie poor law? — It does. 

5208- Is that by a recent Act or an Amendment 
Act? — It is in the original Act. There is a provision 
that tlio pendency of an appeal shall not obstruct the 
striking of a rate, and that the parties, if entitled, 
should have a reduction mado afterwards. 
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5209. Tiiat of lates tliroughcrut Ireland? — TlirougL- 
out Ireland. 

5210. Mr. Greeue said there was a mle in Belfast 
wdiich was incoi'iiorated in one of the local Acts whicli 
meets the difficulty, and under it the collector of i-ates, 
the officer of the Corporation, tlie person who liolds 
the position lield hero by the Collector-General, who- 
ever he may he, can strike a inte at any season of the 
year on the valuation? — I think tliat may do very 
well in the locality, for instance, of Belfast. I know 
hir. Greeue keeps a very efficient staff tliere on the 
spot, and they make the valuations as the buildings 
are completed, hut I think that would not work well 
for the whole kingdom. It is exceedingly difficult to 
send over the whole kingdom to wherever there is a 
new house built, and having it valued by a valuator, 
sending valuators backwards and forwards. 

5211. We axe not so much concerned with the 


kingdom generally as wiUi Dublin. I take it tlio pro- m. is, ists. 
vision we have got here is the provision in the case of 
poor rates, and extends aU over Irehand ; but in deal- 
ing with the lutes of Dnhliii the Commissioner of 
Valuation has an efficient stab' here, and there would not 
be so much diliiculty in making a valuation from time 
to time in Dubhn? — There is not so much difficulty, 
but any legislation of the kind it is well to have it as 
general as possible, and 1 would have one law for the 
whole kingdom. I think once a year meets all the 
practical purposes, and merely leads to only unneces- 
sary expenses. 

5212. Is there imythiiig else connected with the 
valuation of property or connected with the collection 
of rates that suggests itself to you ? — No ; I did not 
come down prepared at all to give evidence, but to bear 
wbat was passing. 


Mr. Frederick Stokes, j.p., examined. 


6213. Chairman. — You are in the position of Chair- 
man of the Eathmines Commissioners? — I have retired 
through ill-health, but I w'as for twenty years. 

5214- And I believ’e have' been for a long peiiod a 
giiaidian of the South Dublin Union also ? — Yes, for 
twenty-three years. 

5215. We have had the atlvantage of Mr. Evans’ 
evidence about tlie Eathmines township, and he gave 
us statistics connected with it, and veiy satisfactory 
evidence on the subject, and there is not much in 
addition we would require from you. I presume you 
were Chairman of the Commissioners at the time the 
Act was passed whicli enables the Commissioners to 
recover rates that are assessed upon houses from the 
owners of the premises if the occupiers cannot bo made 
to pay ? — I was the first chairman, and have been a 
commissioner ever since. 

6216. I believe before the Act was passed there was 
a considerable amount of arrears in Eathmines? — Not 
very great. 

5217. Mr. Evans told us they were considerably 
more than in later years ? — More than in later years, 
but never very considerable. 

5218. This is the prineijial inquiry I wish to 
make of you, to ascertain whether there is so great 
a difference between the powers in the city and in 
Eatlimiiies? — It so happens that the only two bodies 
in Ireland acting under the Imprevement Act of 1S47 
are tlio' Corporation of Dublin and the Eathmines 
Commissioners. There was a new Act passed in 1854, 
and these are the only two bodies acting under the 10th 
& 11th Vic., cap. 34, and inasmuch as the Corpoiation 
are the recipients of all the rates in Dublin, except 
the police tax and the poor rate, these powers which 
they had if they had been let alone would enable the 
Corpoiation jnactically to do as w'ell as we are doing. 

5219. Have not these powers been altered? — Yos, I 
believe they have been by the Collection of Eates Act, 
whicli I am not familiar with, but I wish to point out 
what the powers would have been if things had been 
allowed to take their couree. 

5220. Has not the recent Act of Parliament given 
the Eathmines Commissioners greater power than they 
had under the Act of 1847 ? — Yes ; I have prepai'ed a 
Bclaxlule — first, of the powers common to botli Corpora- 
tion and townshipnndertheImprovementAct ; second, 
under the Eathmines Act of 1847 ; and thii-d, under 
the Eatljgar Act of 1862. In the Towns Improve- 
ment Act, clause 181, makes the owners liable first, 
where tlie lettings are in weekly or monthly tenements ; 
sccondly,whercver they are valued under £10; thirdly, 
where they are let in tenements. The 191st section 
of tlie same Act enacts that they may recover by 
(firstly) distress after fom-teen days’ notice ; (secondly) 
by action of debt ; and (thirdly) if no distress is avail- 
able tliey may take the chattels of the debtor anywhere. 
Tlie 194th danse enacts that if about to quit tliey may 
be summoned without notice. The 196th and 197t]i 
clauses enact that if the owner does not pay in three 


months they may distrain the occupier. The 198th 
clause imposes a penalty for refusing to disclose the 
name of the owner. 

5221. Before you leave that can you tell us whether 
the power of distress, is on the goods of any person on the 
premises, no matter to whom they may belong ? — 1 think 
not ; the question was raised on it, and wo amended it in 
tlieRathgar Act, to which I am going to refer. In tlie 
Eathmines Act, additional powers were given which 
don’t prevail in the city, and I tliink they slionlJ 
prevail. The 33rd clause gives us power, if a house 
is unoccu|jied, to make tlie owner pay. I am entirely 
against the exemption of unoccupied houses, as it is a 
}>remium to the least worthy and most improvident of 
the community. The second is a very peculiar power, 
whicli has not in point of fact been exercised. "\Ve can 
levy all rates partly witliin the district. 

5222. AVliat is the meaning of that? — That if the 
rate is payable on property only pai-tly within our 
boundary, wc can levy it ail. The 41st section enables 
ns, where the owner is unknown, to rate the word 
“ owner.” The 42nd clause makes the receiver of 
rents or the agent the owner. These are not very 
important. Under the Eathgar Act of 1862, we 
have the power to which I have refen-ed. The 36th 
danse enables us to distress all goods and chattels on 
the property rated, and if there is no distress to re- 
cover from the owner. 

5223. And is that the last Act? — That is the last 
Act. 

5224. Did the old Eathgar Act extend also to the 
Eatliraines township ? — Yes. 

6225. So that in point of fact, Mr. Stokes, assuming 
that the Collector-General of Eates Act had not been 
passed, the powers in the city of Dublin would have 
been the same as in Eathmines until the passing of 
the Act of 1862 ? — Practically, because the few changes 
mmle in the Eathinmes Act were of no importance. 
That is exactly the point I wish to bring before you. 
If the Corporation had let it alone they would have 
had all tlie powers we have. As to the question of 
£10 holding, it was already given in evidence. The 
total holdings in our district ai-e 3,628, and of these 
tJie houses under £10 iinmher 650. I should like to 
say also that, although we have all these powere, we 
have not for many years taken proceedings of any 
kind either summary or by distress. 

5226. .And the resuftis, as we have been told, there 
ai'O really no arrears in the district outstanding ? — 
Yes. I have here the result of mn collection ; only 
£2 is due out of £46,000. 

5237. And nothing has been remitted duiing all 
that time ? — Nothing is remitted, there is no remission, 
even where the house is pulled down. 

5228. Is tlierc anything more about the collection 
of rates in Eathmines township you can tell us ? — You 
have already in evidence the fact that the rate sdruck 
is entirely collected, and there has been no hostile pro- 
ceeding. 


Mr. Stokes. 
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Jej. IS, 1878. 5 2 2 9. And we also have Mr. Evans’ evidence as to 

Mr stokea collectors are paid. There is another 

point I wish to call yonr attention to ; is your rate 
payable by two instalments 1 — By two instalments. 

6230. When is the first payable 1 — Instanter. 

5231. That is the 1st of January? — Yes. 

5232. When is the second payment? — In July. 

5233. Of course I jnesume your firet instalment is 
all collected before the 1st July ?— Nearly all, not 
quite of course. 

5234. In the city of Dublin for many years past — 
in fact, since tlie Collector-General’s office was estab- 
lished — tliey have made the rates payable in four instal- 
ments, although as far as we can ascertain as a matter 
of fact they have always been collected by two. Do 
you see any advantage in this arrangement ? — None in 
the world. I am totally against the Collector-General’s 
office at all. I think the different Boards could collect 
much better, and especially the poor-rates. When the 
second moiety becomes due wo won’t take anything at 
all but the whole, in point of fact a very fair pio- 
portion of the i~atepayers pay both. Tlie books arc 
prepared ready for signing the day the rates are struck, 
and they arc handecl to collector on tho spot. 

5230. From your e-xjmrience as .a Guaidian of the 
South Dublin Union, you have mentioned you do not 
agree with Mi, Byrne in the evidence he gave, that 
the Collector-General’s Office is an advanbige to the 
city of Dn’olin, and to the Union? — Qviito so. I 
never iiad a second opinion on tlie subject. 

5236. Itis righttosay, that in glvingthat evidence, 
Mr. Byrne.said he was only giving his own views on the 
subject, he carefully guarded himself on tliat point ? — 
Y es. I could not speak for the Guardians, as the ques- 
tion has never been before us, but, from conversations 
with individual guardians, I never heard a single differ- 
ence of 0 |jinion about it, there is a very strong belief we 
could collect the rates better for ouraelves. We have 
tried it. I have taken a lai-ge sliaru in the financial 
affairs of the Unipn. Tlic way do is, we promi.se 
our collectors abouus, if three fourths of the iiioneyis 
lodged in six months, and a second bonus it the other 
quarter is lodged in three months, and we have in 
point of fact, always got all the rates. 

5237. Assuming tliat we could inako the Collector- 
General of Rates’ office a really efficient office, and 
that the guardiams could get practically all the rates, 
would it not be more convenient for the rate-payers 
that there should he a central office ? — I don’t think so, 
at all. 

5238. How? — There are only three bodies to collect, 
the Corporation collect tlie Grand Jury Cess, Pipe- water 
Rate, Vestry Cess, Improvement Rato, and Sewer 
Rate. 

5239. Then there is the Poor Rate, and the Police 
Tax? — The Poor Rate and the Police Tax, are always 
paid with cheei-fulness. In the first place, the Poor 
Rato because there is a deduction m^e by the land- 
lord ; and tho Police Tax, because it is a popular tax. 

5240. Then, inasmuch as there are only three 
bodies to collect, you think if there were no central office 
the people would be as well satisfied to pay the rates in 
three sums 1 — I think so. We liave the other arrange- 
ment, and in point of fact the result is that at the 
South Union we are obliged to exist on the rural rates 
foi' the first tliree montlis of tho year. 

5241. That is because there is nothing collected ? — 
Nothing collected ; nothing at all comes in except 
an-ears of the past year. The rural rates are paid with 
surprising expedition. It is the same with tho poor 
rates. Ill the rural rates I should say 50 per cent, 
are paid in three months, and half must be paid in. the 
half year or the collector won’t get the bonus. 

5242. The North and South Unions send in esti- 
mates to tlie Collector-General on the lOtli December 
— is tlierc any reason why they should not send 
tliem in earlier than that? — No, not the least. The 
rough estimate is settled some time in October or 
November, and they then give it to me to regulate the 
striking of the rates, and to see whether the calculations 


are correct. The tiling could be done on the 1st 
November as well as the lUth December. Itshonh] 
be sent in time enough for the books to he issued tim 
very day the rates are struck. 

5243. As the matter stauds now the estimates are 
sent in on the 10th December, and the collection oiigljt 
to be commenced on the 1st January. The collectors 
I think, ought to be in a position to go out to collect 
on the 1st Januayv. That leaves about three weeks 
time to prepare ? — They could not do with that, 

5244. So you think if the Collector-General’s office 
is to continue they should have the estimates sent 
in sooner ? — I put this before you, that the calculations 
or estimates for the cit}' and rural district are simul- 
taneously ('ll the same piece of paper, so that one goes 
to the clerk of the union, and the other to the collector 
of rates long before the lOtli Dcccmher. My im. 
pression is, it is settled before the 15th November 
The clerk of the union proceeds to prejiai e the books for 
the mral districts. They are all signed before the 1st 
January to get the six months for political reasons 
and then tliey go to the Collector-General, It could 
nob be done i:i three u'ceks, bticause wo take live or six 
ourselves. 

5245. But the two periods of the collection ai'e con- 
temporaneous? — The very day we settle one we settle 
the otlier. 

5246. Have you any property youi-scif within tlie 
city of Dublin ? — Oh, dear, yes ; very extensive ; more 
than in the county Dublin perhaps. 

5247. Ill the case of property you have in the city 
are you assessed for tho rates as immediate lessor !— 
I am assessed at £300 a yeai'. 

5248. That is as immediate le.ssor? — No, assessed ;ia 
occupier. I am assessed at £300 a year for bonded 
stores in Ilarcourt-street. 

6249. Do you find as regards that property that you 
wore called upon for your rates year by year, or do 
you send the amount in ? — I am called upon rogulaiiy, 

52-50. Then, they don’t forgot to ask for it?— I have 
not found it the case, I have an extensive prejicrty 
at Portobello, and I think the rates are very badly 
collected there. The Collector-General is very badly 
served there. 

5251. How is that? — Solvent people not called upon 
to pay ? 

5262. You are head landlord ? — Ground landloid. 

5253. Do you know any reason why the rates are 
not asked for there from the occupiers of the pre- 
mises? — No; but an incident of rather a funny 
character occurred to me recently : A woman came to 
me on the 1st January to pay n rent due that day, and 
I said “ No deductions,” •“ Oh, yes,” said she, “ them 
ai-e deductions,” producing a receipt for the rates struck 
ou the 1st January, 1876, paid on the 28tli September, 
1877, the rates for 1876 and 1877 both still unpaid. 

5254. Had she been in occupation of the premise.'! 
for both yeav.s? — Oli, yes. She built them. 

5255. Had she goods in them? — She is as good as 
I am. 

5256. Among the tenants in that district, in the 
neighbourhood of Portobello, have you found other 
instances of a similar character ?- — I have. There is 
another instance I could give you of a tradesman 
named Hickey. I said, “ Were you called upon?" 
“Yes,” .said he, “and I had to pay three years’ rates.” 
He was a jiarty who could pay if asked. 

5257. Do you know who the collector was at that 
time in the district? — I think it was a man named 
Bolton, who has been dismissed since. 

5258. Is there anything else you wish to mention ? 
— 1 don’t know any suggestion I have to make. The 
principal point I wanted to bring before you was as to 
the power. You see that so much of the power as 
we had they would have had, had they not meddled 
with the Collection of Rates Act. 

5259. That is a thing we were not aware of before? 
— What the power is we in the South Union have de- 
monstrated — we can collect £17,000 within nine 
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«A.,ths Take fclie wliole of that £17,000 ou the 1st 
January, 1877 ; it was all paid off but £50, or £100 
at the most before the 5th September, and that in- 
cluded Tallaglit — a miserable hole — Clondalkin, Clia- 
pelizod. Island Bridge, Ringsend, some of them dis- 
fets as miserable as any to be found in the city. 

5260. You say.it is collected on the principle of 

living bonuses 1— Yes. c , 

5261. And there you give bonuses, and you hiid it 

•works well 1— No doubt ; the whole rate uncollected is 
not more than £200 a year altogether. One great 
Acuity in elfecting reform arose. Some of tlie lead- 
in<T members of tlie South Union spent a great deal of 
time planning an Act for doing away with these aiio- 
malii, and the fact was, politics were dragged in on 
every occasion, although they should be excluded en- 
tirely from the collection of rates. One is pullhig one 
way, and another another. Everything is subservient 
to politics. _ mi j. 

5263. I am veiy glad you mentioned that.. That 
was the Bill drafted in the Collector-General of Rates’ 
office and approved by the guardians of the North and 
South Unions and the Corporation! — Yes. 

5263. Did you inquire into that bill 1 — I was one of 
those who did. Mr. Byrne altered it, and, as I con- 
sidered, spoiled it in the Conservative way, and some- 
body else in the Radical direction, 

5264. What way does it stand now! — That is wliat 
I would like to sec, hut I thuik it would work very 
well. One party was seeking to make the rates as 
difficult as possible, to have the Radicals disqualified, 
and the Radicals were trying to pay as little rates as 
possible, and in that way the bill was at see-saw for a 
long time, and eventually it was agi-eed upon. Unless 
the thing is divested of politics altogether, you never 
can have the collection of rates effectual. 

5205. Without being a Radical myself, I would be 
in favour of paying as little rates as possible, for I see 
it is not by any means the poor people who are de- 


faultei-s. We have got the name.s before us, and we m is, isrs. 
will have the list of defaulters before us in two or three stokes, 
weeks!— In addition to the precaution I told you of, 
there is a duplicate placed on the table iu which the 
rates paid are ticked off, and any one can see whetlier 
Mr. Murray or Mr. Holmes hasn't paid, and why he 
had not paid. For instance, I took up the book to see 
whetlier an inllueiitial house in Dublin had paid, and 
I saw that ap]>arently they had not. I knew they had 
paid, and the clerk jumped on a car to see whether that 
was so, and we had the collector in custody in a couple 
of lioui-s. We lost the money, hut then, if the thing 
had gone on we had the means at hand, for any rate- 
payer could come in and see whether he was marked 
as having paid the rates. . There should be the same 
opportunity in every case. On one occasion I took up 
the book and saw that one or two guardians had not 
paid, and I said, “ Here is a guardian owes fom- years’ 
rates,” and the gentleman left the room immediately. 

52GG. I observed that the Boai-d of Guaidians of 
the North Dublin Union frequently called on the 
Collector-General to send them a list of those who 
had not paid the rates, exactly such as they had 
got from their clerk, and they never were able to 
get that from the Collector-General’s office. Don't 
you think it would facilitate the collection of rates, 
if the Collector-General’s office continued to exist, 
if they were bound to furnish such a list two months 
before the end of the year! — No doubt about it. 

Before Rathmines was a township the Grand Jury 
used to assess the insolvent arrears of rates on the 
district, and Mr. Dolan, in this very room, came 
and asked tlie Gi-and Jury that the rates said to be 
uncollected should be made out and posted on every 
place iu the district, and half the rates were paid next 
week. We had a list made out and posted on the 
chapel doors, and the half of the rates was paid in a 
few days. 


Mr. John Kennedy examined. 


5267. CiiamaAN. — I suppose you ai-e a ratepayer 
in the city ! — I am. 

5268. Do you also hold property for which your 
tenants pay rates ! — I do. 

5269. What are the particular matters you would 
like to bring before us in connexion with the inquiry ? 

la the first place I liave to complain of the want of 

collection of taxes before the 31st August. I think 
there is no pressure put on early iu the year, but 
coming up to the 31st August there is great pi-essure 
put on, and then some of the people, perhaps small 
occupiers liave not the funds at their disposal that 
they had early in the year. 

5270. So that in point of fact you think whether the 
rates be made payable by two or four instalments, an 
early instalment payable between the 1st January 
and 1st April should be collected at an early period 
of the year! — I do ; not beyond the 1st Apiil. 

5271. Have any particular instances come under 
your notice where by reason of that laxity rates have 
been lost ! — A great many. 

5272. Have these been tenants of your own! — No ; 
not of my own. I pay all my taxes iu before the 31st 
August, so that all the tenants may have the franchise 
no matter what their politics may be. 

5273. What are the particular cases that came under 
your notice in which the rates were lost, by reason of 
that ! — I could not name the pai-ticular eases. 

5274. I don’t care so much about the names of the 
persons as tlie class !— The class ai-e small occupiers, 
small holders from £4 to £8. 

5275. How was it your attention was directed to 
these? — Because I represented the Mountjoy Ward, and 
I had to turn anonymous collector myself by writing 
letters. I had to force the rates before the 31st of 
August, and to use diligence to bring the people up to 
pay in order to secure their votes. 

5276. And that was the way you became aware that 


the rates were thus allowed to fall behind — I don’t 
know how it is they were very backward. We have 
a good man here, Mr. Taaffe, should he be the future 
Collector-General, or somebody else, who would turn 
about and do more than they are doing. Last yeai- 
the taxes were not collected at all. I know people 
who for eight years have paid no taxes in that ward. 

5277. ‘VV’hat class of peojile were tliey ! — There was 
one came under my observation. I think he was pay- 
ing 7s. or 8s. a week. 

5278. Rent! — Yes. 

5279. He was a weekly tenant ! — Yes; he had a 
shop and apartments, and was paying 7s. or 8s. a week. 

5280. And were no taxes paid on the house! — 
No ; lie tells me so. The other parties were land- 
ladies, and they set thek houses as I do to others. 
They ate to pay the taxes ; they are supposed to ]>ay 
the taxes, and they don’t pay any taxes until after the 
31st August, and then it is too late to put these 
parties into a position to have the franchise, and there- 
fore they lost it ; but if the landlords, such as I am, 
were pressed before the 31st August, and made pay the 
taxes, every man of them, small and large, would have 
the franchise. 

5281. What time is it you generally pay the taxes 
on the houses occupied under you! — Sometimes early, 
and sometimes it may oe a little late. 

5282. But you always pay them in time! — Always 
in time for any votes. 

5283. Were you pres.sed for payment of these, or 
did yon always come forward voluntarily to pay ! — No 
man ever comes to me for rates. There was one good 
collector, who was a very stiictgoodman — Wcathemp. 
He wa.s vciy shai-p with everyone, and the ward was 
never so well collected since he was there. 

5284. Was tliei-e any notice sent to you to pay your 
pfitQg'! — There was a post-card sent to me, but that 
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528o. Except m the case of Weatiiemp, was there name the street I fear we can’t do annhinatT^ 

KORR T '.-1 iv- 1 dlihculty ui this gentleman finding it out 

5286. Is there auythuig else that you would like 5298. If it exists If thev sJv it ■ 
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to ™ll attention. I tlimk there te a very bad eystom 6299. Is there anything further you tvonU lit. . 
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T^ffewillset me right— that the collectors dare not landlords, have to pay the ta^es; but I had often tot*’* 

ake taxes a year m a^ear. I tliink if that is the about and pay the toxes for some of Se ^^ 

to VO aw«v 7f 1 ^ u ^ to have the franchise. ^The iJn? 

to go away with an-eai-s mid all, and then the col- lord or landlady was not pressed to pay the taSs ' 

K9j>7 -ur i' -9 , , liable was tlie landlord or landlidv 7 

6287. Wo have some evidence about that, and you —Yes, certainly Janaiady? 

think any money offered should be taken?— As in a 5301. That is where they were under £(^t-.K * 
busmess transaction, take whatever voii es.n n.uH tlier. r.■,ro^. j?c / « unuer f— Not 


6287. Wo have some evidence about that, and you 
think any money offered should be taken? As in a 


business transaction, take whatever you 
sue for the balance. 


—As in a 5301. That is where they 
and tlien over £8. 


coDa XT 6302. Why was the landlord liable t Because thpv 

5288. Have many cases come within your know- set the houses that way ' ^ 

•lire, ot men offering to pay the last year’s retes, ■■ ■ - - 


und' declining to puf tl.e'pJevious yei’s i^Tbere Geuemi Im nithLg to"do-al™ 
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5291 Vo.. Pnn-u,ei,d.e .. IP m. instance, that pressure was not put on in the earl V 

0291. You Imow that you) ourself or tiny other nite- part of the year to collect this money?— Yea 


tenant said his brother-in-law owed the money. That 
was the rate for the year before, and the money was 
lost. 

6289. Was that tlie case you mentioned in which 
a person came in and said, “ I am not liable for tlie 
year 1874, and here are the taxes for the year 187-5, 
and I tender them ”? — I am told so. 

Mr. Taaffe. ■ — That is not so. 


5292, You are quite riglit, it is the duty of the 
collector to do so ; but I mentioned that for your own 
information. Tell us in what streets these houses arc ? 
— I don’t like to mention that. 


5293. It would he a desirable thing to mention it, 
for there is a genUeman liere from the Valuation Office, 


aluccl ?— That is a tion of the franchise, tlie rate should he collected attli. 
. , earliest moment. It is part of the business of the col- 

f see that that is so «— And if Mr 

d that for your own Taaffe would say that tlie notices that used to h.’ 

ts these houses arc ? served Is there any time at wliich tliese notices 

sliould be served 1 


5310. We have got evidence on that subject alresidy, 


ssisf §s= iigililgl 


ation Office and it wouhl be right 1— You will excuse 
me if I tliink it is not right. 

529;). I think wlien a gentleman makes a state- 
ment ot that kiiui, we cannot attacli imipl. 


o311. But, don’t you think it would bo a great dciil 
better, inste.wl of merely serving a notice by leaving it 
at the door, if tlie collector was to call and say, “ You 


“.-ml if be „7t T“* 'fiV'*,! •»: 

meet Uko it for whet if. TOrtb!-l-Take it fbi- wbet "■“‘'I ■“»* Gi™ 1 fbink. ] 

*5297 We had Mr R-ll r'i.p..r.p ].„ * i i “^moment. 1 think it would be very wrong to do 

tbemi;.™«™, ; , ™y vith these notices, 

mere IS a gentleman here from the Valuation Office 
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Mr. James Thomas 

Cbakkah.— Are jou the officer ot the Velui- 
deportment trhose duty it ie to revieo the 
"le.tion in the oily of DuhUu t-On. of them. There 

“ 5 M.°Haveyo« anything to do tvith the toTiamn 
of the Mountjoy Ward that has been rofen-.d tol-l 
w, revised it ; I could not say now what year I re- 
vised it in ; but I have got the lists for Mountj oy Ward 
Sed in 187r, and 1877, and there are forty-eight 
new houses valued last year. 

5314. That is, you valued forty-eight more than 
lost vear?— The Collector-General has that hst at 
pnienl, and strnok his rate from it on the 1st January 

^ 5in5 Ho you know any houses at all of any kind 
that ate not valued !-I don't know one 

5316. Wlien you revise that youi-self, do you put in 
the valuation list every house that has not previously 

appeai-ed in itl — Ido. ^ ^ , , 

Mr. John Kennedy - — I allude to last year. 


Hueford examined. 

5317. CuAiuMAif.— Last year how many houses 
were put on 1— Instead of issuing to the Collector- 
General our list on the 31st December, as we had done 

up to 1875 in 1876 we were advised not to issue it 

at that time, but subsequently, so as to enable the 
ratepayers to appeal against our valuation. 

5318 That was in consequence of the recent 
decision in the case of Moylan n. the Pork and Docks 

33oa,rdl It was. And the consequence was that 

the houses which under the ordinaiy circumstances, in 
which we have been acting prior to that time, wouM 
appear in the lists for 1876, did not appear until 187 1 . 

6319. However, so far as your office is concerned 
you performed your duty by valuing them, and it is 
only by reason of this legal decision they do, not appear 
ou the list this yearl — Yes. 

Mr. Taaffe . — Those forty-eight houses did not appear 
last year. , , , 

Mr. Wur/orc?.— Some of them may not have been 
built then. 


m. IR, 1878. 
Tllr. Hurford. 


53-20. CirAiRMAS.— I believe, Mr. O’Shaughnessy, 
you have for a considerable time past paid attention to 

^evoterslistsl— Yes; fortenyeai-s. _ 

5321. And, I suppose, during that time you have 
had opportunities of seeing how the collectors do their 
duties in reference to those lists I— In the preparation 

5322. We have already had the evidence of The 
M'Dermot and Mr. Ferguson, but we_ will be 
very "lad to hear anything you have to give us . 

We have great complaints to make m the way 
tlie lists are prepared. As you are, no doubt, aware 
the Collector-General sends the lists of rated occupiers 
to the Town Clerk, who publishes it, and upon his list 
we find some dead two or three yeai-s, as the case may 
be ■ othei-s who have left the premises for wluch they 
are’ returned for probably the same time; and men 
who have been stnick off at the revision the year pre- 
vious or who have left the premises, tui-n up again in 
the same way, which shows that there must be a good 
deal of neglect in the prepai-ation of this list by the 
collectoi-s ° they do not call. _ 

5323 The result of your observation is tins — tiiat 
tbe collectors do not do their duty cither for the collec- 
tion of rates, or for the puiqiose of sending those lists 
to the Town Clerk 1— They may do their duty in 
refei-ence to the collection of rates, and not do 
their duty in reference to the preparation ot tho 
lists. A landlord may have twenty houses and 
am-ee to pay the rates on all, and he will tell the 
collector he will pay the rates on a certain day, and 
so the collector never goes near the pi-emises at all, 
and does not find out who tlie occupier is, while he 
gets the rates from the landlord in anothei- end of the 
town altogether. 

5324 Yes ; but if the occupier is dnectly liable to 
pay the rates, although tliere may be an arrangement 
with the landlord; it Is the duty of the collector to 
have Ms assessment properly prepared?— It is clearly 

his duty to have that done. 

5325. And the proper name there, no matter by 
whom the rates are paid? — Yes; and if the landlord 
do not pay he would probably have to go get the name. 

.5326. Do you find that that exists generally over 
tho city, or are some of the collectors more careless 
than others ?— It exists all over the city. To be sure 
there are differences in degree, hut it is all over the 
city. , . . , 

.5327. You are aware that the revising baiTistcrs 
have power to fine the collectors ?— They have. 

5328. You attend I think, as representing^ the 
Liberal Association, each year before the revising 
barristers ? — Yes. 

5329. Have you ever made application to the 


Mr. Stephen O’Shaughsessy examined. Mr O’Shiugh- 

revising ban-isters to exercise their jurisdiction by 
imposing a fine?— I have several times. ^ 

5330. And has it ever been done ?— Never. Every 
year they have stated they will do it the next year. 

They are unwilling to exercise the power. 

5331. When you have called upon the revising 
barristers in that way, to exercise the power the statute 
gives them, is there any excuse made? — Sometimes 
there is and sometimes not. 

5332. I presume the duties the collectors have to 
discharge in connexion with the settlement of tlie ratif 
lists, and the voters' lists, are very onerous and diffi- 
cult; and I presume everyone would admit that 
the most careful men will sometimes make mistakes?— 

Oh, clearly. , , •, a xi 

5333. But your evidence is that over and above tlit- 
mistakes you would expect to see in lists prepared by 
a careful man, there are otlier errors ?— Leaving the 
largest margin possible for natural mistakes, if I coulil 
so call them, the unnatural are euoi-mous — mistakes 
that should not occur, for instance a man stinck oil 
la-st year and turning up again next year. 

5334. In any instances of the class of cases you 
have mentioned where actually the list has been re- 
vised in one year upon the basis that a man has left 
the premises, when that name appeai-s again what 
reasons have been given by the collectors? — J.hc col- 
lector is probably not there at all. 

5335. Tliat is because he is changed to another 
^vard?— They do not attend the court regularly at 

5336. Are not they bound to attend tho court i-egu- 

larly ? — They are. . 

5337. Audhas nottlic Revising Bamsters powerto 
fine them for non-atteudance? — If they are there when 
the claim list is being read, it is generally sufficient, 
and queries would stand for them. 

5338. Have you ever made to the Collector-General 
any formal report or complaint refening to those cases 
and specifying some you thought of a grave chai-actcv . 

—No, I have not; but I seived every year— and my 
opponents at the other side did the same tlimg -LU ' 
to 1,200 claims to be rated, and if they mvestigatcd 
those claims they would find out every mistake that is 
made. I may mention in reference to those claims to 
be rated the case of a man who came in to me and told 
me he was nine years in occupation of some premises 
I think in the Mountjoy-ward, and having examined 
my hooks I found he had been admittod upon a clam, 
every year and a claim to rate had boon served tor 
him nine years regularly. ■!: wrote to the Collector. 

General about it and I received an answer from some 
clerk in his office— it was not Tanilc— stotmg that 

the reason he was- not rated was that 
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Jci.^1878. claimed. lealled attention to the factthatamandid not 

Mr. O’Shaugh- claim in oixier to he rated, and that as a 

nessy. i^S'tter of fact he had claimed for nine yeai-s. I went 
to the Collector-General in reference to the ease, and 
he called up the collector ; and there was no evidence 
a.s to why it was not done ; it was not done, and that 
was all. 

5339. We have been told by The Jl'Cermot and 
by the collectors Uiemselves that in consequence of a 
legal opinion they have received it was not their habit 
to put on the rate-book persons, though in occupation 
twelve months who held as weekly or monthly tenants 
This was not a case of tliat kind ?— No ; it was the 
ease of a yearly tenant. We are trying the point next 
Monday in the Queen’s Bench. One of the reiisons 
why I am anxious to have the weekly tenants ques- 
tion decided in our favour is, that I am greatly afraid 
the collectors when a, shed why a man is not rated and 
driven to their wit's end for an excuse generally say, 
“he IS a weekly tenant.” Itisa fine thing to fall back 


u340. Is there anytliing more specific you would 
mention to us 1 — I could give you a list of every man 
who was struck off the Town Clerk’s list last year, 
and was gone more than six months out of the pre- 
mises ho was returned for— in fact gone before the 1st 
J anuavy of tliat year. 

5341. We would like you would send that to us? 

I will get that made out for you within the next two 
or three days. There is a question I would call at- 
tention to as I see some of the valuation gentlemen 
present. We will take a place like Switzer’s, or Todd, 
Burns &, Co. Switzer appears on the rate-book for, I 
tJiink, five liouses in Grafton-street, and two in 

icklow-strect, and all tliat house is one tenement. 
If you want to find out 73 Grafton-street, I am at a 
loss to know where you would find it. They say 
they keep in tlie Valuation Office ceidain portions of 
the liouse mapped off, though not stnicturally sepa- 
rate, one valued at £100, another portion at £120 
and another at £120. Thus, there arc tliree valua- 
tions for the one room. 

5342. Then when it comes to an assessment of rates 
what names are put down in respect of those premises ? 
— I suppose Mr, Switzer is rated; but what troubles 
me is tins, that tlie name will appear on the list fifteen 
times. In Todd, Burns & Co. there are seven or eight 
partnei-s, and there ai-o ratings for Henry-street and 
iW ary-strcot — ratings which really do not exist at all 
except in imagination. 

5343. But os far as the result goes it does not affect 

t ie collection of the rates or the fiancliisc ?— Cases of 
that sort aftcettho list; for when we come to revise 
r strike off 

•.,000 for that sort of thing. What I object to in the 
Valuation Olhce Book is this — for instance, in Switzer’s 
case It Ls exactly the same thing as if you called this 
portion of the room 71, Grafton-street, that portion 72 
«nd a third i,ortion 73. There is not eren a couiitei’ 
(lescnbing tlio imaginary line that exists. I am aware 
the reason they state for it is that tlie tliree houses 
01 iginally belonged to sepai-ate landlords, and that they 
wish to keep them_ divided ; but I appreliend there is 
no legal reason for it. How they can make a tenement 
out of a portion of a house that is stracturaliy a sin"-le 
enement I do not see. There is no reason for it ; so 
that .^cy are bound to take that into considei-ation. 

0344. I do not know— say, for instance, one of 
those houses belongs to one individual, another to 
another, who holds in fee, and another to a tliird, and 
that a lease is made by him, surely for the benefit of 
the owner in fee you would have a right to make a 


separate valuation. It would be utterly impossible t 
have the rates due taken from the landlord of that?— 
Under the Valuation Act the Commissioner of Valua 
tiou lias no power to value anything except a tenement 
There must be a structurally separate tenement 
value. 

5345. Does the Act of Parliament say anythimv 
about a structurally separate tenement ? — If you send 
to him to value two draxving-rooms in a house he won’t 
do It ; if they are cut off in any way he will do it If 
stmctiu-ally separate he considers them separate tene- 
ments and is entitled to value tliem. But here he 
values a concern the tenements in which exist only in 
imagination. Such cases cause a great deal of incon 
venience in the preparation of the lists. The entiles 
are enormous, and it must cause the Collector-General 
great inconvenience in the collection of his rates 
b^anse instead of having one rating tliere are teii 
different ratings to collect from. 

534S. Is there any other subject yon would like to 
mention to us ? — I tliinJc tliat the collectoi's ought to 
have more facilities in the way of obtaining the names 
of the occupiens. 

6347. In what way? — It would appear to me 
that both for the Jury and the Parliamentaiy lists the 
collector ouglit to leave a pmited form at each house 
stathig that they were bound to fill it under a penalty 
of £2, or whatever i.enalty they might consider- neces- 
sary, and be bound to leave it for him on a certain day, 
or ill default of doing so there sliould be another 
penalty, and then let those be collected, and be records 
of tlie ratepayer’s answer to the questions — “ How long 
m e you in occupation 1 Have you property in any 
other portion of the city?” in order that when you 
come to the Parliamentary list tliere may not be a 
double entry, and Uiat the jury qualifications be totted 
up to have the ratepayer made a special juror or not 
as the case ma}' be. ^ 

5348. That is in point of fact that the Collectca-- 
General should liave the power of enforcing, subject to 
a penalty, the giving of the infci-mation required for 
the purpose of those returns ?— Yes, and the jury list. 

5349. Mr. Phipps. — Would you propose that tliat in- 

formation should be obtained annually? — Dli, annually. 
'Those lists are revised annually, and unless in a place 
like Dublin, where the changes are so very numerous 
it is obtained annually it would be useless. ^ 

5350. ^ h.Ir, Murray. — What kind of penalty would 

\'ou inflict in case the information was not con-ect? I 

would say about £2 ; soinetliiiig that would be re- 
covered at once against them, and not large enough to 
let them off paying, If a man had to pay twice he 
would not repeat it. 

5351. CiiAiRiiAN. — Have you observed in the course 
of the revision anything which gave you any reason to 
believe that the collectors in the discharge of their 
duties were influenced by political prejudice?— Not the 
least ; not the slightest. 

5352. We thought it right to ask you, because we 

put the same question to tlie revising barristers ? 

I never found the smallest. 

Mr. Jolm Kennedy. — I quite agi-ee with Mr. 

0 feliauglinessy with ve^rd to the last remark he 
made. I found nothing in the way of prejudice in po- 
litics in any shape or fom on one side or tlie other. 

CnAiEMAK. — Wc thought it tight to ask the question, 
these being matters connected with politics. 

Mr. John Kennedy. — I quite agree with him also as 
to the facilities that should be given to the collectors. 

It is difficult to find out every occupier without some 
assistance. 
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Mr. Peter Sheridan examined. 


Mr. Sheridan, — it wns reported in the morning 
papei'S that the assessment Avas £35,000, whereas it 
should be the amount of uncollected rates. 

5353. Chairman. — Do you mean in one particulai- 
wal'd ? — No. 

5354. As far as that is concerned avb have the most 

accurate returns showing the amount collected in each 
ward in the city ; ■we have that fully before us 1 — I 
kflow you have ; but what startled me in going through 
every large •ward which runs from Merchants’-quay 
to Clanbrassil-bridge, round the Circular-road to 
polphin’s-bani, and the Earl of Meath’s Liberty, that 
there were only on tlio burgess roll 240 voters. I 
^’cnt to my friend hei'e (Mr. Taaffe) to knoAv liow 
many ■were liable to be rated, and he told mo 2,400. 
That is what startled me, <oucl was the reason Avhy I 
volunteered to give evidence at all. The aKses,smeDt 
is £280,271 6s. 5\d., and the amount uncollected 
£35,000. To support that statement 

5355. What statement, because I have not followed 
that yeti You know it is not necessai-y to make any 
statement as to the amount of the assessment and the 
amount imcollected, because we have that upon 
returns from the office as to which there can 
be no mistake? — I will show you a mistake. Mr. 
Brooks in your absence Avas chairman, and he asked 
me to give him some twenty names of votei'S in 'tliat 
waul, or data to go upon. I got those names this 
morning from the rate-book and the ledger through the 
kindness of Mr. Taaffe. There are about 29 ; 1 could 
have got 100. Those are principally what Ave call 
house-johhers (men that take houses to let in tene- 
ments) and there is great difficulty, although the law 
is very clear, in. getting the rates from them. I have 
a section here Avhich empoAver.s a collector — hoAvever, 
you are aAvare of it. 

5356. Those are the names of persons in MeiAjhante’- 
(|uay Ward avIio ave liable to rates and have not paid 
them ? — And have not paid them. 

5357. And you say those ai'e cases of house-jobbera ? 
— Mostly, except, perhaps, three or four. 

5358. And further than that, you are of opinion 
that those arc cases also in Avliich, hy the pOAvers con- 
tained in the 73rd section of the Act of Parliament, the 
taxes might haA'e been collected from the persons in 
occupation ? — Most ccrtabily. 

5359. Do you know the persons that are in occupa- 
tion ? — I knoAv some of them. 

5360. Are they able to pay? — Yes ; I Avas reared 
in that Avard, and educated there. If you examine 
tliat (Return put in) you avOI see there are seven 
houses occupied by one. He is a house-jobber ; a Poor- 
Law Guardian of the South Dublin Union. I am not 
permitted to mention his name, but I Avill give it you 
— OAvns.some houses in HardAvicke-street. No taxes 
Avere ever claimed for it up to the present. The OAvner 
called t'wice at the office in December last, and lianded 
in his declaration, claiming abatement for two months 
Avhilst it Avas \moccupicd ; but the cashier Avas not 
lirepared to receive the amount, and so the matter re- 
mains to the present; he Avas never asked for it. 

5361. And is his statement that the rates Avere never 
paid for that house ? — Yes. 

5362. Has this gentleman told you that the rates 
liaA-cnot been demanded or paid? — Never; ho Avants 
to pay them. He handed in a declaration, and Avanted 
to pay the money. He is a PoorLaAv Guardian. 
There is another matter ap-opos to that. I Ava.s in 
eomjiany on Saturday evening Avitli some PoorLaAv 
Guardians and merchants canvassing this question ; 
because I may tell you this, that Dublin merchants 
and tax-payers take a great interest in it where they 
are paying the largest rates in any town in Europe, 
and getting the Avorst value. 

5363. Our object is to try and get the rates col- 
lected? — Another matter talked about is that the col- 
lectors have more than two Avards to collect. 

5364. No. The lai-gcst number the collector have to 


collect is two, and some have only one ? — At all CA-ents, 
it appears to be manifest tliat the large amounts arc 
collected, Avhile the small amounts are let go by de- 
fault. Of course, from a long experience in bhsiness 
I often heard that the pence should be collected asAvell 
as the pounds ; because it is the pence make up the 
pounds. There is a gi-eat deal of trouble, but I think 
everything Avill yet he accomplished. 

5365. These are facts that liave been before us very 
often, and I tliink you may give us credit for seeing 
clearly tliat if the small amounts can be collected they 
ought to he collected. The only thing Ave require or 
Avill take from Avitnesses is distinct evidence on mat- 
ters tliat have come within tlieii- own knoAvledge, or 
any suggestions Avbich a gentleman of experience can 
give us ; but the discussion of small questions of this 
kind, Avhich are merely abstract, you may safely leave 
in our hands ? — I am quite satisfied. From Avhat I 
have seen of you, Mr. Chairman, I believe you ave the 
right man in the right place. Of coui-se Ave have it 
noAv manifest that there is a means of making those 
men pay — that if even roomkeepere Avere noticed not 
to pay the landlord, hut pay the tax collector in pro- 
jiortion to tlie rooms they occupied, tlic poAver is given 
to get the tax from the tenant, and the tenant can 
stop it from the landlord, Is not that so ? 

5366. It is so? — Very avcII, I say the laboiu-er is 
Avorthy of his hire. Therefore, I Avould suggest re- 
spectfully that the collectors should get a bonus for 
this extra trouble. I have Avritten to Bradford, and I 
liave got information as to the rates assessed and col- 
lected there. (Hands in letter.) 

'i^lie Chaii'maii read the letter, viz. : — 

“ Feh. 15, 1878. 

“ Dear Sir, — I n reply to j'our letter 1 moy state tliat the rates 
for 1877 in the borough of Bradford Avere — 

s. d. 

Borough purposes, . • . . 1 4 in the £ 

General District purposes, . . .20 ,, 

Lamps, 0 4 „ 

Estimates for 1877. 

£ s. d. 

Borough purposes, . , . . G5,76G 19 8 

(leiicrai District purposes, . . . 7G,339 13 4 

T.ainp Kate purposes, .... 10,030 0 0 

£152,136 13 0 

“The first-named sumAvas reduced hy £15,000 surplus profits 
from the Gas'rorks. Tlie second item was also reduced hy £5,000, 
proCts from tlic Gasworks. 

Tot.ll Rate IcA'ied in 1877, £159,013 Os. Tid. 

£ t. d. 

Reductions on appeal, 421 X 0^ 

Kmpties, . . . 4,023 19 10 

Deaths, bnnkrHptcies,i g ^ 

and otlier causes, 1 

£0,239 11 oj 

Total collected, £153,373 9 2 
Total salaries in Collector'.s Depart- 
ment £1,188 15 3" 

That hi less than one per cent, on the amount .assessed. 
The population Ave will get in the census retiu-ns ? — I 
ascertained it to-day ; it is about 170,000. 

5367. That is a valuable document ; Ave are obliged 
to you for it? — I Avill conclude by just refening to 
one proposition. It is this : It is the general opinion 
in Dublin that the Collector-Genci-al sliould have tlie 
appointment of liis own officers, the collectors, because 
as in the case of the proprietor of an establishment, if 
he has not the power to employ or dismiss he is not 
in a fair position. Therefore, I think it is unfair to 
the Collector-General, whoever he may be, not to have 
the power of appointing his OAvn collectors, perhaps 
under the approval of the Local Government Boai-d ; 
because Avithout it he has not proper poAver over the 
collectors. Of course that is a matter for considera- 
tion. There is another matter I will take the liberty 
of calling attention to about the payment of taxes. 
It is the general opinion also that that should not he 
made a qualification for the Parliamentary franchise. 


Feb. 18, 1878. 
Mr. Sheridan. 
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y«6. 18 , 1H78. 5368. That is a matter witli wHcii we have notliing 

^tr Sh^clan ^ That is a questloa which 

must be settled by the Legislature, probably one of 
the most important questions of the day. Our com- 
mission is connected with a comparatively very small 
matter indeed — namely, the way in which the rates 
are to be collected in the city of Dublin ; but as to vote 
or no vote that is a question with which we have 


nothing to dol — Well, I have done now, and I hone 
and trust we will see our city better repr^ented 
better taken care of, and in place of paying lOs. 
the pound, that we will have to pay, as in Yorkshire 
and all England, only 4s. 

The inquiry was tlien adjourned to next day (Tues- 
day) at twelve o’clock. 


y**. 10, 1878. Eleventh Day. — Tuesday, Febeuary 19, 1878. 

Present : — Hugh Holmes, Esq., q.c. (Chairman) ; Herbert H, Murray, Esq. ; and Alfred ,T 
Phipps, Esq.; together -with Thomas Browning, Esq., Secretaiy. 


Mr. Moyl-in 


Mr. Moyiak, Collector-Genei-al, re-examined. 


5369. Chairman. — You will recollect that I asked 
you, yesterday, Mr. Moylan, about a Mary Conaty, 
wlio lives in Castle-street, and that we had before us 
the arreav sheets, and found this Mary Conaty rated 
for premises in Castle-street, either as occupier or lessor 
(it would appear as regards some of them she is rated 
as lessor), and it is stated that she will not pay. I 
would like to know why judgment has not been 
obtained against Mary Conaty, and w-hy her interest 
in the premises has not been sold '! — She is one of those 
house-jobbers. 

5370. The Collector-General of Rates’ office appears 
to me to be under an entire misapprehension as regards 
the power over a house-jobber. There is no difficulty 
about getting a judgment for the non-payment of rates, 
and even selling tlie premises under that judgment. 
There may be a great number of house-jobbers who 
have a substantial interest in the premises. We want 
to know have you tried to ascertain what interest 
Maiy Conaty has in that house, or do you know what 
interest she has ? — No. 

5371. Have you ever, under any circumstances, got 
a judgment agaiust any person iu a case like this ? — 
Never. 

5372. Never 1 — Nor no such proceeding would he 
taken. 

5373. Now, do you know has tliis case of Mary 


Conaty ever been befoi-e your law agent ? — No, I can 
not say whether that special case has been. The 
collector ought to be able to explain. 

5374. Who is the collector of the ward in which 
Castle-street is — Wood-quay Ward ? — Mr. Bowman. 
He is a new man. 

5375. Has he been here 1 

Mr. Taaffe. — He is on probatioji. 

Mr. Moylan. — He is there 011 I 3 ' for a month. 

5370. Chairman. — (To Mr. Moylan).— In regardto 
these cases where wo find such entries as “won’t pay," 
could you not direct the solicitor to investigate the 
cases, and take some steps in connexion with them?— 
We generally do, when there is any case of tlie sort. 

5377. Well, I do not find any entry of the kind here, 
I see in one case, in the sheet before me, “ law agent ’’ 
entered, hut in all the other sheets there is no such enhy? 
— I suppose the collectors represented them as uttcrly 
hopcless, and that tlie parties were paupers. 

-5378. Collector-General. — (To Mr. Taaffe) — Wlio 
was the collector when that was made out % 

Mr. Taojje. — Mr. Gildea was the collector wlieii 
that -was made out. 

53(9. Chairman. — (To Mr. Moylan) — Did you ever 
talce any steps to ascertain whether they were paupers 
or not, beyond the statement of Sir. Gildea? — No. 


Mr. Luke Davis examined. 


5380. Chairman. — I believe you are Chief Clerk in 
the Receiver-Master’s office ? — I am at the head of the 
Audit department. 

5381. How many years have you been so? — I have 
been forty years in tlio office. 

5382. In that department? — I have been in that 
dcpai-tment from the very commencement of it in 
1837. 

5383. Were you in the department at the time that 
Mr. Staunton first sent in his accounts to be audited 1 
—Yes. 

5384. At the time that Mr. Staunton was Collector- 
General of Rates iu Dublin how frequently did he 
send in his accounts? Did ho send them in each year? 
— Not regularly. On that point I may say that I first 
noted the different peiiods at which the account of each 
year was lodged for audit, and that will give you some 
information. [Document handed in,] 

5385. I observe that this commences in the year 
1860. Is that the first year ? — That is the fimt year 
that Master FitzGibbon audited. The accounts for tlie 
previous ycaiR were sent to Master Lyle. 

5386. Have you anyentiyas to when thoso were 
audited? — No. 

5387. I mean thoso that were by Master Lyle? — 
Yes, there arc certificates. 

5388. Will you then supplement the list by sending 
in those to the secretary? — Yes. 

538',>, Now- it appears by this list that the accounts 
for 18(10 woi-e lodged for audit on the 4th March, 


1862; for 1861, on 17th July, 18G3; 1862, 1863, aud 
1864, appeal- to have been lodged upon tlie same day— 
the 27th October, 1865 ; for 1865, on 4th June, 18GG ; 
for ISGG, on 3rd September, 1867; for 1867, on 20th 
November, 1868; 1808 and 1869 were lodged on the 
23rd December, 1870; for 1870 the accounts were 
lodged on the 17th October, 1872 ; for 1871 on 21st 
August, 1873; for 1872, on 5th January, 1874; for 
1873, on 6th October, 1874; for 1874, on 22d(1 
October, 1875; for 1875, on 6th March, 1877, and 
re-lodged on 22ud December, 1877; for 1876, on2lRt 
December, 1877, and an amended account afterwards. 
Now, Mr. Phipps, in looking through tlie certificates 
given by the Master for the yeai-s 1870, 1871, 1872, 
1873, and perJiaps 1874— or at least for four yeai-s, 
finds that tliey bear date the same day? — You mean 
the four certificates for previous yeai-s. 

5.390. I mean of those four years? — I cannot speal; 
fi-om recollection, but the certificates themselves will 
show that. 

5391. It appeai-s on tlie certificate, tliat the audit of 

1870, 1871, 1872, and 1873 was all completed on 
the same day — on the 4th December, 1874 — aud tliat 
this is the certificate for the four years? — Yes ; that 
is quite possible. 

5392. Could you tell how that occumd, having 
regard to the fact that the account of 1870 was lodged 
on the 17th October, 1873; the account of the year 

1871, on the 21st August, 1873; and the account of 

1872, on the 5th Jauuary, 1874? — Tlie usual cause for 
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Veepiii" an account over immediately after it is lodged 
is this.'' I ■will give you an example. Suppose tlie 
account for 1877 should not be lodged \iutil iuffcer the 

terminationofthepresentyear.thenMusterFitzGibbou, 

finding that another year would come due, he -would 
defer, passing the pi-evious year’s account until the 
otlier would come in. That is the only explanation 
I can give ; so that the audit might be the same when 
the Master was making his inquiry. In the earlier 
poi-tion of the year- he made particular inquiries, which 
led to delays also. 

5393. Well, that would explain tliis, because I find 
as regards 1870, 1871, and 1872, that those accounts 
were not lodged in the year succeeding the year to 
which the accounts were brought up. The accoimts 
of 1873 were lodged in 1874, and then, acting upon 
the rule that you have mentioned, I find that the audit 
for all the accounts bears date the 4tli December, 1874; 
and I su]>pose that that arose from the rule that Master- 
FitzGibbou insists upon — that the accounts of the 
year before shall be before him? — Yes; and he 
applies the same rule to the receiver’s accounts also. 

5394. I do not disappi-ove of that, for otherwise 
it would be auditing an account while there was 
a whole yeax-’s accounts not accounted for in any way. 
Now, in regai-d to that, do you remember the time when 
Mr. Lyle was engaged in auditing these accounts? — 
Indeed I do. 

5395. Wl-ieu Mr. Lyle audited these accounts, were 
they sent in to him in the same way in which they are 
now sent in to Master FitzGibbon ? — I tliink, as well 
as I can recollect, that in Master Lyle's time, at least 
in some of the years in which accounts were sent in to 
be audited by him, there were more detailed accounts 
of ari-cai-s given than have subsequently been given. 

539G. What ai-e the two accounte that are now 
before you for audit i — Those are for 1875 and 1870. 

-5397. I find by this account — tlie account for 
the year 1875 — that the total amount of ail rates a.s- 
sessed in xhat year was £281,688 19s. 3^d. Does 
the master consider it necessary to vouch that item in 
any way ? — In this -way. First of all, it is my duty to 
see that the sums assessed do not exceed the total 
iunount of the estimates by more than one penny in 
the pound on the valuation. We liave the valuation set 
out in one column, and then the estimates. That is 
the comparisuii I make in the first instance, and tlien 
I see that the total amount of the assessment of the 
different rates, and also all the arreai-s of pi-evious 
iissessments not struck off by the Collector-General 
as UTceoverablc, are duly brought to charge in the 
general aecuimt. 

5398. Then tlie sum of £281, 688 19s. 9^-f. does not 
include the arrears, but only includes the assessment 
for tlie year 1 — That is the assessment for the year. 

5399. Is that Schedule A prepared by your- 
self? — No, the form is prescribed liy tlio auditor, as 
well as this other form. 

5400. Have you got the estimates sent in to 
the Collectur-Genei-al by the various boards for the 
puipose of seeing that tliese various sums are coirect ? 
— Yes ; I clieek them in the first instance, for the pur- 
pose of making a calculation as to whether the sums 
assessed exceed the limit fixed by the Act. 

5401. Then, in point of fact, the only things you re- 
quire to vouch tliat item in the way of doouments, are 
the estimates, and the rest is merely a matter of calcu- 
lation ? — Clearly so. 

6402. Who supplies you with the valuation — is it 
the Valuation Office ? — I have nothing to do with tliat. 
The documents are furnished to the Collector-General 
aud the yciarly estimates are transmitted xvith his 
accounts for audit. 

5403. Aud from him you get the documents for 
the audit? — Yes, I have tiiem here. 

5404, Now, the next item on the charge side of tliat 
account is the total amount of arrears in former yeai-s 
not struck off’ as irrecoverable — £120,019 Os. i^c/. 
How is that item vouched, or is it vouched ? — Fii-st of 


all, it forms part of the schedule of the previous Feb. 19, i 
account for which credit was allo-wed. 

5405. That is, you mean that it appeared on tlie 
discharge side of tlie previous account? — Yes, as 
an-eaxs unoolleeted, and distinguished from those lost 
by insolvency or other.causes. The particulars of those 
arrears are set forth in the former schedules ; and 1 
have them particularized here, in Schedule A,, so far 
as regards the several rates — coming together to the 
sum of £1 20,000 odd. 

6406. You say that that sum appears in the former 
account as the amount of arrears stated as recover- 
able. Now, taking tlie account -with the -vie-w of 
carrying it to 1876, sliow the item to correspond 
ivith that sum ? — I could not indeed show it, inasmudi 
as it forms portion of a larger sum. 

5407. Now, what is the larger sura of whicli it forms 
a portion. Let me see the account of 1876, aud 1 
will explain what I mean. [Accoimt handed in.l I 
see by this account of 1876 that there is an entry of 
a sum of £123,785 19s. Ifd ?— That is the total 
amoimt of arrears. 

5408. Not struck off? — Recoverable. 

5409. Is that the same amount shown here? — It is. 

5410. Show in the scliedule where that is? — For 
1875? 

5411. Yes? — That is in the abstract. [Produced.] 

5412. Now, is this tlie abstract of everything that 
makes up the £123,785 19s. Ifd. ? — That is all the 
details. 

5413. Where is the abstract that makes the sum 
up? — [Document produced.] I might tell you this, 
that I do not go into the details of these arrears at all, 
because there would be no practical object obtained 
by doing so. The Collector-General has absolute 
right to strike off arrears if lie thinks proper, and 
what object would it serve by going threugh the ar- 
rears, and seeing that they will con.'espoiid -with that. 

I do not look into that. I regard it as a perfect 
matter of form, but the master requires this schedule 
to bo returned, because it is prescribed by the order of 
the Privy Council. He does not go into the details, 
as he lias no power to iuquii-e into the an-ears. 

5414. I see on the discharge side of the account in 
the year 1875 that the Collector-General dischai-ges 
himself of the sum piinted on the charge side of the 
account of the previous year remaining uncollected, 
and to be brought to charge on the 31st December, 

1875. What I want to know is, whether you exa- 
mined this account or not, or whether there is any 
schedule to show the particulars of that large sum of 
£123,785 19s. l|d.?— There ai-e schedules under the 
head of different rates. That is called Schedule A. 

That is the only one to look at. I do not go into the 
detaOs, as I do not see any use in it, because if I saw 
any errors there is no jiower to correct them. 

5415. Well, Schedule A of 1875 shows this largo 
•sum of £123,000, aud the doctunent from which that 
appears to be taken does not, by any means, show 
such a sum a.s that? — All the sums show the total. 

5416. The reason I ask the question is, that or. 
glancing through this — the total would nob amount 
to the suiE stilted. It wottld only amount to £22,198 
8s. 8 id. ? 

Mr. Taafe . — Tliat does not purport to give thc- 
amount of the £123,000 at all. These schedules coutain 
the portion of the rates written off as u-recovei-able, 
and which are set forth in another column. Uncol- 
lectahle rates, written off, £22,198 8s. 8^d. These 
returns give the details of the rates tliat wci-e written 
off to make up tliat sum. It is after deducting those 
from the charge that this amount is ascertained as out- 
standing and unaccounted for. 

5417. Mr. Heebeet Muer/XY. — T liese details give 
tlie paiiiculars? — Yes, they do. 

5418. CuAiRMAN. — Would the fii-st of this sliow the 
recoverable rates ? — It does not. There is no account 
of the recoverable rates, and it is impossible to fill it 
up from our ledgers. It merely gives the irrecoverable 
rates that are written off. 
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Feb.io.is7S. 541.9. Do you I’ejjresent the irrecoverable rates as 
Mr Taaffe .£22,000 'I — Tiiiit repre.sents the j)roj>ortion written oif 

by the Collector-General in that yeai-, he being satisfied 
tliat they were irrecoverable, but in the £123,000 is 
included a large sum which is also irrecoverable, but 
which he was not satisfied about ujj to the time of 
rendering that account. 

6420. Do I understand, that in that year £22,000 
was Struck off as irrecoverable, and that no effort after 
that had been made to collect it at all 1 — None in the 
world, but you are not to take it that that £22,000 
was written off tlie current year alone. It was Aom 
the current year and previous yeare, and the details 
of all that remission are given in the schedule. 

Mf. Davis. Mr. Davis’s examination continued. 

5421. OiiAiRUAN. — Am I to understand, Mr. Davis, 
that tliough the abstract is sent to you in accordance 
with an order from the Privy Council, which directs 
that an abstract sliould be sent in of recoverable and 
irrecoverable rates, it is thought by your office that as 
you have no power to judge which is recoverable or 
irrecoverable it is not necessary to go through it 1 — 
Precisely so, and tlie only voucher to sustain tlie 
charge is the .short Schedule A, in which tlie details of 
all the arrears arc set forth under the different headings 
of rates — Police Rate, Poor Kate, and so on. 

5422. Do you conceive, in consequence of the way 
in which it is necessary, having regard to the decision 
of the Privy Council to conduct the audit, that it is 
useless to investigate the items ? — Perfectly. 

5423. Is there no rule of the Privy Council under 
which the audit is now conducted by which the 
Receiver Master, although he might not actually be 
able to charge the Collector-General of Rates with an 
amount wliich had not been collected, would still be 
able to make inquiries why it had nob been col- 
lected, and report specially on the subject upon the 
audit that the Colleotoi’-Generul had not been efficient 
in collecting the i-atesi — I think so ; certainly. 

5424. But you have not done so? — No; not since 
it wiis communicated to the Receiver Master that by 
the decision of the Privy Council he had no power to 
go behind the decision of the Collector-General in the 
discharging of rates. Master PitzGibbon looks upon 
it now, as well as his predecessor did, that it is a mere 
formal proceeding in going through tlie accounts. 

5425. When Master PitzGibbon came into office in 
1860, did he make the audit of a less formal character ? 
—He did. 

5426. And tlie view he tooe was that it was part of 
his duty, when a certain sum of money was returned as 
irrecoverable, to endeavour to ascertain why it was 

irrecoverable, and if such an allegation were correct? 

Ho did, cerhainly. 

5427. I believe for one or two years Master Pitz- 
Gibbon did investigate the accounts in that way ? He 

did, at the commencement. 

5428. Do you remember, when Master PitzGibbon 
was investigating the accounts iii tliat way, whether 
ho had the collectors before him, and asked why 
each particular item was not collected 1 — He did all 
that, and took great pains indeed ui making the 
inquiry. 

5429. Was Master Fitzgibboji, at that time, satisfied 
that the amount of rates which were stated as bein'' 
irrecoverable were actually recoverable, after an exami- 
nation of the collectors? — He did not go through all 
the items. Ho selected one item of arrear on nre- 
raises in Arran-quay, and he could conceive no reason 
why the taxes on those promises should be returned as 
in-ecoverable. He tlierefore made that a case for 
special inquiry ; and he summoned the collectors and 
the Collector-General and they all attended before 
him, and gave sworn evidence, and it was admitted 
then that the rate was collectible, and in fact, portion 
of it was collected after the inquiry began. Therefore 
the Master charged it ; and, for the purpose of raising 
the question of jurisdiction, which was disputed by 


Mr. Staunton, there was an inquiiy before tlie Privy 
Council, wlio decided that the Master had no juris- 
diction. 

5430. We have the documents before us, and we 
find it stated by Master Pitzgibbon that rates in his 
own time and in his predecessor’s time were returned 
as iiTccovevable, whereas actually in the following ygaj. 
they sometimes were recovered ? — I have known 
several instances of that. 

5431. Are you aware, during the time that you have 
been in tlie office, that rates represented as irrecoverable 
collected and brought to chai-ge ? — My recollection is 
not distinct about it, but generally I might state I 
have no doubt that rates that liave been returned as 
uncollectible have afterwards from wliat I have heard 
been collected. 

5432. Do you know how many years Master Pits- 
gibbon carried on the audit in that more exhaustive 

way before the Privy Council gave their decision? 

For a few years. 

6433. For two or tln-ee years ? — Yes, at least. He 
commenced dealing with three accounts at tlie same 
time, and he chaiged the first account with a sum 
of £48 an-ear, which gave rise to the judicial investi- 
gation before the Privy Council, 

5434. Do you know whether at that time, while 
Master Pitzgibbon was investigating the matter in 
that way, and insisting upon doing so, the arrears 
were diminished in each year? — I have no doubt 
at all about it. In fact the accounts showed it, 
Wlien it was ascertained that the Master was making 
strict inquiries, and before the question of jurisdiction 
was decided, there was a marked imjirovement in the 
collection for a subsequent year or two. 

5435. You mean the two or three yeai-s before the 
Privy Council? — Yes. 

5436. Now, since the investigation before the Privy 
Council you say Master FitzGibbon has given up 
making any effort to inquire why arreai-s are returned as 
irrecoverable ? — He did not give it up until he received 
a letter from Sir Thomas Larcoin, conveying the de- 
cision of the Privy Council that he had no jurisdic- 
tion, and he xhought it an idle thing to do so after- 
wards. 

5437. Perhaps it would he as well to read that letter 
now. It is dated 17th April, 1307, and is as fol- 
lows ; — 

“Sen, — 111 reference to your letter of the 2-ltli ultimo, I am 
directed by the fiord fiioiiteiiant to inform you tlmt tlie copies of 
your oertifientos were transmilted to the Collector-General for liis 
observations thereon; and 1 send berewithacopyof the observations, 
whicli have been received from liini for your information. Ills Kx- 
cellency is advised that where the accounts are defective in form, as 
the Collector-General appears lo admit, ho oitght to correct them, as 
pointed out by you. In this there cannot be any difficulty ; theoaly 
matter of substantial controversy raised by tliose certific.itcs, and 
observations of tiic Collector-General, is as to the mode of disposing 
of uncollected arrears reported by the Collector-General as irrecover- 
able. As to tliat Ills Excellency is advised, aud is informed, that 
such is the view taken by the members of the Privy Council, ivlio 
heard the case, that the Master has, as amiitcr of the accounts, no 
jurisdiction to try over again tlie decision of the Collector-General 
as to arrears wliieli lie in.ay think it riglit to discliarge under tiic 
terms of tlie Act. Tlie Collector-General may be responsible to 
the Crown if guilty of misconduct in that particular, and there may 
be ways of liaviiig arre.ars not collected in one year, made collect- 
ible again in aiiotbcr, but with all this the Master, as auditor, lias 
nothing to do. It is for Parliament, if it thinks lit, to give him such 
jurisdiction. aVliat the Privy Council considered ncce-ssary ivas 
that the Collector-General should pureiie with regularity the course 
of inquiry, and the mode of ascertaining facts which are pointed out 
in the Act, in order to enable him to judge whetlier the particular 
arrears should or should not be discharged ; and to state iu proper 
scliedules that lie liad done all this, and had Oiscliarged the collectors 
accordingly ; but they thought that having sUted this his account, 
so tar as audit was concerned, was complete, and his decision linal 
and conclusive on the auditor. As to the particular ni.stter of the 
Arran-quay rates there is some confusion from the way in 
which the Collector-General brought them into account, but 
substantially the matter can be easily settled by liis taking ll'o 
arrears as they stand, ami in his iic.xt account giving his own de- 
cision, discharging the collectors from them if on due inquiry he finds 
they arc uncollectible, os it is presumed they are. The samcmay be 
done, in tact, as to alt the arrears generally, which have formed the 
subject of this correspondence." 


5438. That was the decision communicated to 
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Fite-ibbou, and on whicli he has acted distinctly, that they did i^e-._^i8TS 

, -V iund, if the office fund -would be su&cient ; but it was 

UZ9 Goin- back to those sheets of 1875, 1 find a in aid of the office fund that they occasionally made 
„m of £1 005 lOst. 9d., balance in hand, transferred those transfei-s fi-oin the general ratea But I should 
! t}^c Boards and in 187G, the account being do^vn like to follow that out, and see the office account. 

EeSlsrO^^^ in that year, balance ii hand 5417.1 would like to know from you, Mr 
mnsfcScd to the Boards, il,284 12s. I presume Davis, as the auditor, how that account of tlie 31st 
that these sums represent the extent to which the December, 187C, could be audited or vouched, 
two and a half per cent, that the Collector-General regard to the facts that ai-e noiv before us, “ ° 

k allowed to decluct for the expenses of the office, words,howisit possibleto show th^thesum of£l,-.81 

xcii the cost of collection l-Yes, the expenditure 12s, should be tramsferrod to the Boards when it ap- 
for office purposes, including pensions and law costs, pears as a matter of fact that it required the entire 
5«0 L instance doc. thi enn, £1,284 12*. tint 2J per cent. , together n-itt tho.e enms ment.one 

annearsinthe account for 1876, represent, or is it to pay the pensions and the various costs of collection! 

‘Soeed to renveeent, the hclnnce of the hvo end . h.lt -Here is the rn which this would .ppean I 
,cE rent, after paying not merely the costs of the coh look hack from tins account before me, and I take up 
lection in the ordinary way, hut also the pensions!— 


his office account for the previous year, and see the 


ltdoes'\ut\niay tell you ’havingregardtopensions, balance there due by the Collector-General. After 
it has been held that special transfere may be made out making all payments for office jrtiiqioses, there is 
of ttoEeuerel account! or in other wordstlic pensions, balance of £1,284 12s. on foot of his account and by 
the law costs and the Collector-General’s salary are the rule in Council, he is bound to ti-.insfer it back to 
S™ble duWtly on the general rates. his general account. That is the only vouchor required 

^5.^ Talcing tins account of 1876 in connexion with then. I see by the bank books for his general account 
this lost answer of yours, I find that the amount of pen- and his office account that 

sions is put down as £454 5s. Wc were under the taken place. For instance, if jou go back to Ms ac 
iiunressiou. looking at the accounts published for the count for 1875 you will see a balance there of 
imblicthat£4545s.reprKeiitedtheaniountofpensions 15s. lOd. in the office account ; aiul then there app . 
brthatvear Wchavesiiicebcen toldthat£454 5s. was here £1,284 12s. to clear that. But with respect to 
byuo mrans even as much as half tlie pen.sious in that making transfers m part, that practice vas adopted 
S W the peimioiis i. th.t yem- we‘r. over £1,200. hj the kte Ml. Staunton. He need the oS.ee iiion^^ 
Doei this .eemmt thet is eent in for eiidit in e.iy way 2J per eent., es far m, it would go m ment on.m 
iliow the pensions that were payalile over and above own salary. At all times he had a peifect i M 
the £454 5s. ?— Yes, they are taken credit for in this charge it entirely on the general rates, and, theiefoie, 
account Credit is taken for this special transfer from if the office fund -was insufficient for his ow n sa arjq 
the general account necessaiy for the inivposos I have he drew for tlie difference femrthrc^e\viG^ 

mentioned, uaiiielv, payment of pensions, law costs, and I thought, perhaps, that might have been the case 
the Collcctoi- General's own salary. He transfers them respect to this, and so it may. fl,i, 

frem the general account, and takes credit in this 5448. Let«s see youireccount corresponding^ 

account for having done so, and debitshimselfforthese for 1876 !— [Produced.] ^ 

.sums trau.sfen-ed in his office account. The difference paper instead of on the usmd pimtocl foim 
thSre between £454 5s. and the larger sum taken 5449. This account, Mr. Davis, is the office account 
credit for in his office account, as being the amount of tor 187 6, and taken in ff’ but 

pensions is only transfeiTcd to make up what would be account for 18(6 explains to , 

liecessaiy with the office per-oentage fund. I know it certainly it does appear to me that JJe ei tjy there 


i“n cSe fo'some instoces. ‘ ' is rather calculated to mislead ; 'Im 

544‘> How would you vouch that £454 5s.!— I amount of pensions, but simply tlie amount that was 
SCO that £454 5s, has been transferred, and brought to required in aid of the *7° f ^ 
debit iu his office account for the saipo year, and the the same thing in the publislied report of tliat je. • 
bankbook shows that tlie £454 5s; was ti-ansfcrrcd calculated to mislead m precisely the samewaj , be- 
from the general rates, and his office bank book shows cause £454 5s. is entered as the 

that it was lodged to the credit of his account with and there appears £1,284 12s. as ^ the 

the Bank of Ireland, and that sum, added to what lie various boards !— /s the account ^ icndeml, an 1 
had in hands of the 2J per cent., would be sufficient when recast for *e Master s certificate eiy i^m is 
to pay the wliole of the pensions. properly described. I would not describe it in that 

5443. How w-oulcl you account for there appeai-iug "Yf,. Pnipps No; it is an en-oneous desenption. 

on the other side of the accoiiiit a balaucie transferred Omaieiiax — At all events the office account for 

to the Board of £1,284 12s, !-Tlie Lord Lieutenant, ^ ^ the w'ay the thing is brought 

at the request of hlv. Btauntou, made a special rule ’ 1 

directing that any siuq.lus balance remaining on foot Phipps —It is somewliat unintelligible. 

ofliLsoUice account from year to year sfiouia be le- • c. __X]iis is a question we asked be- 

tvansforred to the general amount, and ti-eated as gentlemen from the Collector- 

general rates, and redistributed. GpoptoI'h office nainelv, as to the amount of arrears, 


properly described. I would not describe' it in tliat 

Mr. Phipps. — N o ; it is an en-oneous dc.scnption. 
Chaieman. — At all events the office account for 
1876, does not explain the -w-ay the thing is brought 


ofhLsoUice account from year to year should be re- • c. __X]iis is a question we asked be- 

tvansforred to the general amount, and ti-eatcd as gentlemen from the Collector- 

general rates, and redistributed. General’s office, nainelv, as to the amount of arrears, 

5444. That is, after paying the office expenses out £nj Q'jj i 3 g. jhl Wfo want to know whether tlicie 

of the 2h per cent., if there wa.s a balance, ho then giving in detail the amount of those 

ought to transfer it from his office, account to the ge- Oh, yes ; tlTere ought to be. 

iicral account, and the Boards should get the advantage 5 ^ 51 . I do not think so, hlr. Davis, exaolh . 'rJiercis 
of it!— Precisely. a, schedule showing the amount of arrears which arc 

5445. But, assuming that the whole of the 2^ per stated to be struck off in the previous year?— Yes. 

cent, was i-equired for the puiqiose of paying the office 5452. But although thei-e seems to be an oixlcr ot 
expenses, then there would be no sum of money tJie Privy Council obliging the Collector-General to 

to transfer!— There would be no sum of money show the amount of ari-oars outstanding, he does not 

to ti-ansfer. appear to have filled up that ; because the docu- 

5446. But does not it appear from what you have ment that yon shoxved us, 
stated,thatinasmuclias£454 5s.ismerolytheamount “amount of recoverable and mecovei^ ai- 
i-equired, ill addition to the balance of the 2^ per cent, veai-s,” as a matter of fact 

to pay all tho expenses, that ill that year- there ought amount of in-ccovcrable arreai s f— Aiui uioit s 

to be no money transferred? — I wish to express myself a separate list of insolvencies , u 

iu this way. “^On some occasions, I remember very repeat what I have already said, that Mastu 1 itz 
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Mr. Davis. 


Mr, Finlay. 


--- COLLECTION OF RATES INQUIRY. 

gbboa Joes not conceive ttat lie iss any jurisdiction tliose accounts audited in tlie office ot tie Collect 
at all to go into tlie details of tlio arrear lists, and General of Eatea itself, by the attendance of 
tonUrnliTTlf “y '’boro aU the books and dociimeuts 

t *’■“ '*“™S »“ “>1‘* olsoiriioro, as by aeiidinu 

iridi tbi * jl*" charged himself copies of the oocoimts uitb vouchers to Uio litSivS 

mth the sums lodged to the credit of the office, and Master’s office !-I think it ivonld be veiy much mu 
t^^t oveiy sum for ivhicli ho takes credit is properly convenient that the audit should take place tT 
XaHv T T h T' ““P™‘ office of the Collootor-Qeiieral. Of oouise’tlie ao“ Jl 

.tclually ,a the hank books. could bo as effectually audited in one place as aZX 

5163. I -wish to call your attention to this, but being in the office of the Collector-General aad 

■mi i? r'p,S"r” tto kooks about him, would be i ™ 

llais IS the Piivy Coimcil fom we are tolJ, and it is convenience to the auditor, no doubt. ® * 

he^cd a schedule of recoverable and ii-recoverable 5456. And the auditor would have this advantav« 
ates for the yeai ending 31st December, 1876, and that he would have the origind books befoi-e himT’ 

f contains as it seems to us upon look- And not only that, but it would save the staff of 

Client ^ ^'^Jedule of the an-eai-s thathavebeeu Collector-fleneral’s office, making volurninous copies of 

sti-uck off m that yeai- and that alone, and it does not an-ears, and tilings of tliat kind ^ 

an-eai^ recoverable and ii-recovor- 5457. If in ponit of fact the books in tlie Collector 
year ending 31st December, 1876, and General’s office were properly kept, sliowing allS: 
attention of tlio Receiver materials necessary for an auditor to have befoi-e him 
teievei drawn to the fact, whetlier this was a useful whenauditingtheaccouiits.theauditcouldbecarried^ 

oi a useless return, that the terms of the Privy Coimcil much more conveniently ^nd with much less trauW 

nlei never were complied with m it ?— He is quite to the staff in the office tlnm elsewhere No doubt ■ 

schedule should be transmitted and I may mention in illustration of the convenience 
with the Collector-Generals account, inasmuch as an of having the books, that in going tlirough the office 
oidei to that effect WM made by the Privy Council ; account for tlie year 1875, I found that there were 
f V SO mto several jiayments made to collectors who died and 

Sfb f whatever to deal that they had not given a receipt in full for the whole 

w thUiera. In getting those accoimts I would not yeai-, and therefore I asked Mr. Taaffe to show me the 
Inl^ unless accompamed y tlic schedule; I'ecord of the weekly or monthly payments that had 

tl I tl ] ? 1 ^ l^een signed regularly by the collectoi-s. Ho did so 

thiough all the details for no practical purpose and then I vouched the payments made, 
whatever. I might discover errors in it, but nothing 5458. I think it is right, as you have mentioned 
Master having no Mr. Davis, that Master Fitzgibbou conceived that tlie 

order in Council really made the audit to a ceitaiu 

the details of extent a useless thing, to show he was careful in die 
form of his cei-tificate to certify notliing except what 


power to surchai-ge any arreai-s. 

5454. It is not so much an error 
it, but the documeut that is furnished is not the docu- 
ment required by tbe heading. What is asked for he had actually done. Tills is the fom°-^" 

IS a schedule of recoverable and ii-recoverable rates 
for the year ending 31st December, 1876, and previous 
yeai-s. I take it tliat the Privy Council intended 
that that document should sliow the names of all the 
persons who had not paid tlie rates, and that there 

should be <li.stmguished the rates outstanding that taken in said acoo..nf , 

were recoverable from those irrecoverable. This docu- scii.avatc accounta of rates kept bv'^tae Bank of Irclaw 
ment does not even purport to do that. The only ''“h' vouebed by the Colleotor-Gencral's bank pass books and ms 
thing It purports to do is to give the names of persons As to tlie credit takenfor iriG, 124 7a. IJd, tbercin 

whose rates, during the year 1876, not liaving been L"' taen 

fkfxxrt '-I “ffive s » 

tne p^ted headmg here corresponds accurately with, ^“ount. In like manner the credit taken for 

or at least did correspond with, the schedule prescribed is-s • *‘i regaining uncollected on tbe 31st December, 
to be used; for I examined them cai-efullv mvsplf “«ount 

But whptbpv n-s +lip n i 7 u>yseit. "«^t,account, no evidence has been laid before me explanatory of 

Jtu +l ’ • k ,‘^ 5 ‘^®<=* 0 r-General supplies him- fte circumstances under which these rates remained uLollectXas 

sell witn ttiose pmited foms, ho may have this head- 1“ account stated. Whetlicr any portion of the rates so stated 
ing so as to be not in strict accordance with the >ost, or any part of the rates stated to be 

headings 2 ’rescnbed by the Privy Council, I do not lecS"T°^— ^ 


I certify that in the annexed account the Collector-General is 
properly debited with the total amount of all rates assessed for the 
year 1873, and with the total amount of all arrears of rates for fot- 
rner years not struck off as irrecoverable, and also with tlie balance 
standjng in bank to the credit of his ofTice account for the year 1872, 
£894,271 17s. 9<1. That all the credits 




know Having satisfied myself in the firet instance 
that the schedule was made out sti-ictly in accordance 
^th the order of the Privy Council, I take no interest 
in its detaOs. I never did go into them. 

5455. From your experience in connexion with this 
depaj-tment, do you think it would be better to have 


s of ascertaining, and I, therefore, do not 
express any opinion. The other credits taken in the account are 
proper credits. All which I certify this 4th day of December, 1874. 

‘•(Signed,) Gekald FitzGibbos." 
d459. I believe this is the form of certificate which 
the Receiver Master has been in the habit of giving 1 
— That form of certificate is stereotyped. 


Mr. Geokse Fixlay examined. 


5460. CiiAiEJiAif. — I believe, Mr. Finlay, you have 
a vei-y considerable amount of experience in auditing 
the accounts of public bodies? — Yes, I have. 

5461. You audit tlie accounts of the Dublin Coipor- 

ation? — Yes. ‘ 

5462. And I believe you have audited other accounts 

for many years past? — Yes. 

5463. Has your attention been du-ected to the 
accounts sent in for audit from time to time from the 
Collector-General of Rates’ office, and have you seen 
the form of them?— They were brought under my 
notice recently in carrying out tlie instructions I 


received from the Castle, as you are probably aware, 
to pre^iarc a draft Order in Council, for the audit by 
rile Local Government Auditors of the accounts ot the 
County Ti-easurers in Ireland, and of the Board of 
Charitable Donations and Bequests, and of the 
Collector-General of Rates. These are tlie only 
accounts I have seen in connexion with the CoUector- 
General’s Department. They appear to be abstracts 
ot accounts for 1873. I got them from the Collectoi-- 
Geiieral, as specimens of his ancounts. 

5464. What we would ask you to tell us is this, 
btart clearly from this. Suppose that an assess- 
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ment is struck for 1878, and tlnvt there were no pre- 
vious aiTeare of any kind, what accounts do you think 
oueht to be laid by the Collector-Genei-al of Eates 
before the auditor when that yoai-’s accounts m-e being 
audited, for the purpose of having a satisfactoiy audit. 
■What information should these accounts show, and 
how should it be vouched? We will take in 
tlie firet place the charge side of the .accounts ?— The 
general assessment account should show fii-st the 
amount of the assessment under each head, as Grand 
Jury Improvement Eate, Poor Eate, &c., ou the debit 
side.’ The total amount should then be carried to the 
debit of the Collector-General’s Genei-al Account of 
Eates, and entries be made on the credit side of tliat 
account, transferring to the debit of the collectors 
accounts the amounts assessed upon tlieir respective 
districts ; I would then discharge the latter accounts 
by entering the lodgments on the credit side, and the 
amount of the an-eai-s, collectible and uncollectible. 
Tlie whole of tliese lodgments would of course be placed 
to the debit of the Treasurer’s account. 

5465. Mr. Phipps. — In arranging the^ accounts it is 
well for ns to take into consideration that the rates 
received by the Collector-General are not rates received 
for himself or for his offi ce ; they are aU rates received for 
other persons, and have to be paid ovei- to those other 
persons ?— I am. aware of that ; I am quite aware of it. 

5466. I think it will affect your book-keeping? — 
Well I think not. I si«ak of course under correction, 
becanse I have not seen the Collector-General’s 
accounts ; but I am giving my idea of the way the thing 
ought to be done, and I think you will see my book- 
keeping would not be affected by tlie mode I suggest. 

5467. CHAmMAK. — Eepeat again, Mr. Finlay, tlie 
mode you liave suggested?— I would open a ^nei-al 
assessment or rate account, and I would debit that 
account with the entire amount assessed. I would 
then caiTy that amount to the debit of the Collector- 
General’s general account, and I would on the credit 
side of tlie latter account debit the diffei-eiit collectors 
with the amounts chargeable uix>n their several 
disti'icts. Youavould thus have that account discharged 
hy a debit to eacli collector. I would then credit each 
of the collectoi-’s accounts by the amount collected 
and lodged by him -with the treasurer, and with the 
amount of aiTcars, That would bring the money to 
the debit side of the treasurer’s account which the 
treasurei' would be charged with, which account would 
1>e discharged by the allocation of the amount amongst 
tlie several bodies— the Corporation of Dublin, the 
boards of guardians, the Police Commissioners and 
others, after transfen-ing to the Collector-General’s 
office account the amount of commission on tlie collec- 
tion at 2^ per cent. The amounts so allocated I would 
transfer to tlie debit of those public boards, for each of 
which I would open an account, having previously 
credited each witli the amount of its assessment. 

Mr. Phipps.— My idea with regard to tlie system 
which regards rates being collectible for boards and 
commissioners, the first entry would be “General 
account of rates, Dublin.” That is to say, the Collector- 
General of Eates of Dublin in account witli the various 
boards. 

5468. You would start with that? 

Mr. Phipps. — I would start •with that. 

5469. Mr. —Tlien, what would be the result? 

Mr. Phipps.— Tliab we are really holding the Col- 

lector-Geireral responsible for all the rates collected ; 
that is the object of that, and we bring to the credit of 
the various boards the sums of money collectible for 
them. Then the next thing, the next entry in owler 
to provide for the collection — the Collector-General 
lirovides his own collcctoi-s— the next entry would ho 
when the colleotioii books are handed over to the 
collectors to debit these collectors. The form would 
be “Collectors’ sundries — debtors to general account, ’ 
that is to say, to the Collector-General. In the plan, 
I think, wo are one. The method of recording it 
would deal with the Collector-General’s resj)Onsibility 
for the whole of his collectors, and with the individual 
responsibility of the collector themselves. 


Mr. Finlay. — I assume that the Collector-General is is.isrs. 
responsible for the maanier in which his officers dis- jinky. 
charge theii- duties— I don’t nieau pecuniary responsi- 
bility but controlling responsibility. 

Mr. Phipps. Tlien we have got the accounts open : 

a general account of rates— tlie assessment aceoimt 
which I propose to open which would represent rates 
receivable. 

Mr. Finlay. — That is similar to the account Ipropose. 

Mr. Phipps. — My ideas on tlie subject are precisely 
the same as yours, with the excci>tion of first giving 
credit to the Boards, for this reason that the moneys 
are collectible for them. If they were collectible for 
the Collector-General’s office, and remained there, and 
if they had the expenditure of them then I would 
take your view of the matter. 

5470. Mr. Finlay. — Then would you have an 
account for each collector ? — Certainly. 

5471. And how would you discharge that accoiint? 

By the amount they collected, and the remissions 

supported by authorities, and so on. 

5472. And the recoverable arrears ? — Ido not think 
■we would differ as to that. Probably not. 

5473. Chairman. — Now, coming to the paa-t of your 
scheme, in ■which you debit each collector with the 
amount collectible in his collection whatever it be, 
you say then of course you would discharge that with 
the amount he would lodge in bank, out of the amount 
so credited by him ?— And the arrears. 

5474. I am coming to the arrears. Now, liow 
would you stiite or set out in the accounts the arreai-s 
the collector had not collected in that year. Would 
you subdivide tliem into different classes, such as 
aiTcars uncollectible altogetlier by reason of the house 
being vacant, and arrears still recoverable, but out- 
standing for various reasons ? — Certainly ; I would 
carefully distinguisli them in the lists or schedules of 
m-reai-s. 

5475. And you woaild have then on the books of 
the Collector-General’s office, or the schedules sent to 
the auditor every single item that would go to make 
aip these outstanding accounts ? — I would have two 
lists of arrears, one tlie recoverable, and the other 
the iiTecoverable ; remissions are, imder the present 
state of things, vouched by an oflicer called an in- 
spector, which office is discharged by I believe Mr. 

Taaffe, the Collcctor-Generars chief clerk. He is 
understood to visit the premises, and he places a certi- 
ficate on the arrear list to the effect that he has visited 
tlie premises, and considers the rate u-recoverable. I 
think tliat arrangement an exceedingly bad one, 
because I think the inspector or whoever holds that 
office, and I look upon it as a very impoi-fimt office, 
ought not to be filled by any one who is employed in 
the Collector-General of Bates’ depai-tment. He ought 
to be an officer wholly independent of the Collector- 
General’s office. Every officer there is engaged in 
the colleetion of the rate, and one of tliose officers 
certifies tlmt that duty has been discharged in a 
proper mamicr, in regard to thousands of poimds tliat 
have been wiped off and lost to the citizens. 

5i76. Chairman. — Now, take those arrears, out- 
standing rates which appear on the face of the books 
as irrecoverable, the same system exists namely, that 
they are to be discharged by a certificate of the 
Collector-General or the inspector of his office, what 
would YOU say ought to be the duties of the auditor 
in relation to arrears so discharged ? Do yon tliink 
lie ought to investigate them himself, and come to 
a conclusion as to whether the certificate was wi'll 
founded, the certificate given by the Collector-Gfiiieral, 
or this inspector, or officer outside the department, anil 
make a report as to how he discharged his duty ? — 1 
don’t tliink it is a duty the auditor ought to be called 
upon to discharge. Indeed I don’t see how he could 
discharge it. The auditor is sitting in the Collector- 
General’s department with a mass of arreara before 
liim, and to do what is suggested he would require 
local knowledge which he does not possess, or to take 
a car and go about perfoi^ming all the duties imposed 
on the inspector. 

2 G 2 
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Peb. It, I 
Mr. Fin!:i> 


5477. Then your view is that whoever is the oiBcei-j 
whether one outside the office of the Collector-General 
of Rates, or the Collector-General of Rates liimself, 
having power to wipe off the rates as iirecoverable' 
that the auditor should take his decision as final and 
conclusive t — Yes. 

5478. ^ Mr. Phipps. — Would notan auditor examine 
the remissions that is to say if supported by the proper 
documents, <tc. — would he not go through the items 
with the various documents? — Certainly, b\it I under- 
stood the Chainnan to be putting a question as to 
whether tlie auditor should not examine them with r 


view to satisfying himself in each case that the an«ar 
was irrecoverable. That is what I understood. 

5479. That is what the auditor’s duty would be. 
It would be his duty to ])oint out any informality? — 
That is a different thing. 

^ 5480. CiiAiEMAN. — It is perfectly clear it would be 
his duty as auditor to see there are proper vouchers. 
My question was whether tlie auditor sliould have any 
jurisdiction .or duty to go beyond tlie voucliere, and 
iwcertaiji for himself in any way he chose, whether or 
not that officer so writing off the arrears is properly 
discharging his duty in so writing them off, and I 
umlcrstand you to say not— that it should not be a 
duty cast on tho auditor, but that the vouchers should 
be final?— Yes, I think that the vouching by the 
inspector .sliould be accepted by the auditor as con- 
clusive that the arrears were irrecoverable and should 
be writteu off accordingly, I have fonned that 
opinion on examining the Collector-General’s Act, and 
I believe a judicial decision to that effect was given 
some years ago by the Pnvy Council. 

5481. Mr. Phipps. — Unless there be some suspicion 
of fraud? — Oh, yes; of course, if fraud or collusion 
were alleged it would be the auditor’s duty to probe 
the matter to the bottom. 

5482. CiiAiiniAN. — When tlie arream are stated to 

bo not writteu off but shown as recoverable, would you 
propose that the accounts sent in should give some 
explanation a.s to wliy these arreara stated as recover- 
able were not recovered during the year?— Yes, it is 
the duty of the auditor to have explanations made as 
to why the collection has not been made. It is a duty 
wo often perfoim of having the collector before us and 
hearing lu.s explanation of why the collection has hunv 
fire. ° 

5483. Then you think it would be tlic duty of the 
auditor if the returns made to him, show what apjiears 
to liim a large amount of arrears recoverable a.s oiit- 
staudmg, to inquire into that?— I think so. 

5484. What action, then, would he take?- In his 
annual report of the audit of the Collector-General’s 
department to the Local Goveniment Board, a copy 
of which would be sent to the Collector -General for 
Ins information, it would bo the duty of the auditor 
to bring under the notice of the Local Goveniment 
J^oard that certain collectoi's had been remiss in the 
discharge of theii- duty, setting forth the grounds on 
which lie ha<l formed that opinion. I think it would 
be well if a copy of the Auditor’s report was also sent 
to each of the public bodies for whom rates are col- 
iectod by the Collector-Genei'al. 

.5485. Now on that point, if iu comparing the.se 
arrears and seeing the grounds on which tlicy were 
marked off, the auditor observed in tlsese arrears so 
marked off as irrecoverable, an exceptional oround 
for so writing them off, don’t you think it would be 
■desirable to call attention to that fact, so that those to 
whom the collector is responsible might deal with 
liim ? — I think it would be veiy desirable, and no doubt 
the auditor would do so. 

548G, That would not actually bo going behind the 
'-ouchci-s, but would be calling attention to whatever ap- 
])oarpJ exceptional, or strange, or singular, and which 
It would be the duty of the auditor to call attention 
to ?— It wonld^ be the duty of the auditor to call atten- 
tion to anything of that nature that would come be- 
fore hiBii, while not assuming to himself the right to set 
aside what the inspector certified. 


5487. In point of fact as I underatand it, his duf • 

as regards tlie officer who had written off the ari-ea« 
as iiTecoverable would be somewhat analogous toh'' 
duty as regards tlie collectors who were not oof 
leebing the amount of rates which, under ordinary ci ■' 
cumstauces, it was supposed they .sliould collec* 1 * 
Precisely. ” 

5488. And you think that if the accounts wem 

framed lu the way you mention, and vouched with 
the documents you referred to (it being understood 
that the rules made by the Privy Council, or whatever 
other body might frame them, impose on the auditor 
the duties mentioned), a better and more satisfactory 
audit would be ha/1 ? — I do, provided the power of 
summoning parties before him, and of examining them 
on oath, and of calling for books and documents, &c 
as given by the Local Government Act, 187] be 
confeiTed on the auditor. ’ 

5489. Does it occur to you that the best way to audit 

the Collector-General’s accounts woidd be to audit 
the actual books kept by him? — Certainly; in, bis 
own office. There is no use in auditing a mere Ustract 

5490 Tl.e entire books kept by the Colleelor- 
General should be before the auditor ? — Certainly. 

5491. Here ai-e certain schedules which, uuder the 
rules of the Privy Council, are directed to be sent in 
to the auditor by the Collector-General of Rates They 
are headed “a schedule of recoverable and ^recover 
able an-eai-s for the year ending 31st December 
18(6, and previous years.” Assuming that this 
return had been filled up accordmg to its heading 
showing the recoverable and irrecoverable rates for the 
year 1876 and previous years, does it occur to you that 
there would be by such a list satisfactory materials 
before an auditor to have an audit of the accounts so 

far as the outstanding rates are concerned? I thiuk 

there would. 

6492. You think tliere would?— I think so. 

5493. This document wliich has been furnished 
under that heading, is a document simply shown" the 
amount of rates, whether- they belong to the year 1876 
or whether they belong to previous years, that were 
Witten off as irrecoverable in that year. Would such a 
document as tJiat be satisfactory for the puriiose of an 
audit?— No. Where there is such a vast number of 
ratings as in the city of Dublin, it should distincmish 
the airears upon each of the three years. I believe 
the collection of each assessment extends over three 
yeai-s ; and that was actually intended by an exist- 
ing order in council, I have the order in council 
here prescribing the form. 

5494. But tliere is something further, because tliLs 
schedule specifies the amount of recoverable and irre- 
coverable rates for 1876 and previous years, and the 
only things specified are the rates written off J— I have 
already stated that what I hold to be necessary would 
be one schedule of recoverable, and another of in-e- 
coverable arrears. 

5495. And you also go further and say the recover- 
able and irrecoverable should not merely be stated, 
but bo allocated according to the years for wliidi the 
assessment was made?— Yes; for the three yeai-s in 
course of collection, and the grounds should be 
assigned for non-collection. The ground in every 
ca.se should be stated. 

6496. I understand you to say, Mr. Finlay, that 
when you say that tlie duty of remitting rates should 
be performed bysome peisoii outside the office, you refer 
to remitting rates upon any gi-ound, that is that the 
GoIl(jctor-GenevaI himself, or any iierson in tlie office, 
should have no power to excuse a collector upon auy 
ground for remitting a rate, but that that should be 
done by an external person?— I conceive it would be 
the duty of the Collector-General in the first instance 
to satisfy] himself that the returns of outstanding 
rates deemed to be irrecoverable, sent iu by his col- 
lectors were coirect, as also the gio inds for so deeming 
tlicm, and that he should certify, as far as his kno^^•- 
edge extended, that tliat was so iu every instance. I 
would tlien hand the list to an inspector wholly 
unconnected with the department, an officer to 
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]je appointed either by the representati\'es of 
the ratepayers — namely, the Aldermen and Town 
Councillors, and the Poor Law G-uardians repre- 
senting the wards in tlie city, which would 
afford a complete representation of the rate-payers, 
Qi- by the Lord Lieutenant. The latter would 
appear to me preferable, inasmuch as an officer holding 
his office by appointment from the Lord Lieutenant, 
■would probably feel an amount of independence in 
discliarging his duty tliat he could not feel if elected 
by the Corporation and G\iardians. 

5497. Mr. Phipps. — A totally independent officer! 
Totally independent of the Collector-General. 

5498. He would discharge the collectors’ account on 
the ledger on the production of proof! — Yes. 

5499. Chairman. — In point of fact except on liis 
authority no rate should be taken out of collection! — 
I tliink so. 

6500. But still i-emain on the books as recoverable! 

I think so, and also that any arrears which he 

refused to certify as irrecoverable should be transferred 
from the Schedule of irrecoverable to that of i-ecover- 
able arrears. 

5501. There is another matter in connexion with 
those lists of outstanding arrears — that the utmost 
publicity, sliotild be given to them consistently with 
the provisions of the Act of Parliament. That has 
never been done I believe, at least not for many years, 
as far as our inquiries extend. Tlie Act of Parliament 
contemplated that those lists should be sent to the 
different bodies for whom the rates are collected, and 
a very valuable check upon the office of the Collector- 
General and the collectoi-s would be lost by its not 
being done! — They should be sent to the various 
hoards, as directed by the Act. 

.5502. Mr. Murray. — Would you put them in 
public places besides ! — The Act of Parliament I think 
■only requii'CS that tliey be exhibited in a prominent 
place in the Collector-General’s department. 

Mr. Taaffe . — That provision of the Act has been 
complied with. 

Mr. Fivlay . — I would not only publisli a copy of 
them there, but I would give notice in eveiy one of the 
morning newspapeis that they were there for the in- 
spection of the ratepayer. 

550.3. hir. Murray. — You would give every possible 
publicity! — Every po.ssible publicity. It is the best 
possible check in the collection of rates. 

5504. Mr. Phipps. — Would you publish the names 
of the defaulters as an ajipendix to the annual report ? 
— A vast number of people interested in the collection 
nei'er see that. There would he no harm in doing it. 

5505. Mr. Murray. — Would you put the names 
upon the chapel dooi's! — I would be disposed, if the 
law permitted it, to post them up at the police-stations 
throughout the city. They would be move likely to be 
longer available to the public than if posted else- 
where. Tlie publication of tliose lists would answer a 
double puiqiose. We know tliat during the famine 
liei'iocl and many years afterwards it was very difficult 
to collect the rates. By getting those lists from time 
to time from the Poor Bate Collectors and having 
them overhauled by the Boards of Guardians a 
■great many persons were induced to jiay rates who 
were not in a huriy to do so. Besides that it a'ffords 
a check wherever a collector is pursuing improper 
practices. 

550(5. CiiAmiiAN. — There is anotlier question in 
connexion with your former answerwhich I wish to ask. 
You liave said that the duty of writing off rates whicli 
were irrecoverable should be performed by somebody 
not connected with the office itself. But there is 
another class of what we may call remissions which 
does not exactly come witliin the same category, 
namely, remissions in respect of vacant houses. They 
can hardly be called recoverable rates in tlie ordinary 
sense of the word ; because although the amount of I'ates 
appears in the assessment they really are not rates tliat 
are to he recovered at all, as the house during the period 
it IS vacant is not liable for rates. Would you have 
those remissions dealt with by the Collector-General 


ill his office or by an external person! — I would 
place those houses in the general list furnished by the 
Collector-General adding in observation column — 
■vacant during a certain time. That should be certified 
by the inspector as in the case of otlier remissions. 

5507. So that in point of fact the rates struck upon 
certain premises should not be discharged by reason 
of those premises being vacant until the inspector you 
speak of gave a certificate in reference to them as well 
as the other cases! — No. They should not be dis- 
charged without such certificate. 

5608. But further than that no person is liable for 
a house actually vacant when tlie rate is struck ! — It 
is a great jiity tliat the Oollector-General has not the 
powers that are conferred upon Boards of Guardians 
under the Poor Laws. 

5509. Do yon mean as regards the powere of 
collecting the rates ! — The powers of collecting the 
rates. He is crippled. 

5510. That is he is crippled by not having the same 
powers of distress! — Yes. The powere of distress the 
Poor Bate Collector has, are simply the powers of the 
landlord ; to distrain all property on the premises. 

5511. Have you much experience in regiu-d to the 
unions in Ireland! — I have considerable exjierience of 
tliem. 

5512. Do you find that the power of distress is 
often had recouree to by the collectors ? — No ; very 
seldom. Tlie poor rate is admirably collected, and the 
knowledge tliat the Collectors possess such powers is 
sufficient as a nile. 

5513. Is tliere anything else you would suggest, 
Mr. Finlay ! — I have already spoken of the necessity 
of publishing the lists as being essential to a proper 
and efficient discharge of the duties of the Colloctor- 
General’s depai-tmeiit, and also senduig those lists to 
the public bodies for whom the rates are collected. 
There is another matter that struck me in looking 
over this abstract of accounts for tbe year 1873, that 
I got in the Collector-General’s department, and that 
is, that the salary of the Collector-General is not paid 
out of the commission — the 2i per cent allowed for the 
collection. 

5514. No, nor are the law costs. As far as regards 
the pensions, I think it is clear from the intention of 
the Act of Parliament, that the, pensions should not 
be charged upon the 24 per cent. ; and the reason is 
this, that in the Collector-General of Bates Act, which 
was passed in 1849, there is no provision made for ]>en- 
sions whatsoever, and it is under an Act of Parliament 
jiassed in 18(iC, that pensions are given, and as that 
says the pensions are payable out of the rates, it could 
Imrdly be siijiposed, that was out of the 2^ per cent, 
having regard to the great interval of time ! — I think 
so. 

5515. We have made inquirie.s, and the answer is 
that the Collector-General had a legal opinion to that 
effect, and it would seem to me, that the law is so. Tlie 
reason I say so is, that that wa.s a charge created long 
after the 2^ per cent, was fixed ! — There is another 
matter. I undei'stand the arrangement for the pay- 
ment of the cnllectoi-s is of a character to limit the 
amount the collector can receive as remuneration for 
the year. 

5515. No, there is no such evidence as that before 
ns ? — I understand that there is no limit to the amount 
that the collector may receive as poundage on his 
collection within the year. Is that so ! 

Collector-General. — No. 

5517. CuAiUMAN. — There is no limit except the 
limit which arises by reason of tlie size of his ward ! — 
Mr. Finlay . — That is a fair limit. I was under the 
im|n-ossion that there was an an-angement by whicli a 
collector was not to receive more than so much. 

5518. Mr. Murray. — Is not it indirectly so — is not 
the poundage laried so that the remuneration shall 
not exceed a certain amount! 

Mr. Taa,fe.—lt is. 

Mr. Finlay . — Then my view is, tliat when a collec- 
tor is entitled to receive that amount, lie has no in- 
ducement to trouble himself further with the collection. 


Feb. 19 iSTS 

Mr. Finlay. ■ 
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Mr. Finlay. 


Mr, Taaffe . — He is paid a poundage on every penny 
lie collects. 

Chajrmajt. — B ut the way that is done is this. The 
Collector in a particular ward gets a certain poundage, 
having regard to the circumstances of that ward; but 
he gets that poundage on every penny he collects. How- 
ever in arranging the poundage, having regard to 
the cii'cumstances of the ward and other things, 
giving laiger poundage in one ward than another, the 
salaries through the city arc very much equalised. 

Mr. Finlay . — There is a larger- poundage in the 
poorer wards ? 

Mr. Taaffe.~YQZ. 

Mr. Finlay . — That is reasonable. 

5519. CuAiKJiAif. — From your experience in Ireland 
Mr. Finlay, do you think it is a good plan for the 
Collector-General to exercise the powers which the 
statute gives him, and make the rates payable in four 
instead of two instalments 1 — I do not ; I tlrink they 
should be payable in two instalments. 

5520. And of course it is also a desii-able thing, in 
point of fact it is absolutely necessary, that whatever 
rule exists in the office as regai-ds the period at which 
those proceedings should be taken to recover rates, the 
collection should be complete witliiii the yearl — Cer- 
tainly. 

5521. Do yo\i find any difficulty at all, in the case of 
any of the public bodies -with wliich you have to deal, in 
auditing the accounts — any difficulty in their collectors 
having the collections pi-actically complete within the 
year ? — I do not. 

6522. And is it the rule tln-oughout Ireland that 
they are completed within the yearl — It is. I wish 
to mention, in reference to the want of power on the 
part of the Collector-General, that I think the pro- 
])crty should be made liable as well as the person. 

5523. The way in which that is done as regards the 
poor rates is, that the power of disti-ess to which you 
refen-ed practically makes the pro]iei-ty luible ; because, 
of coui-se, if the goods of any pei-son on the premises 
can bo distrained for the poor rates, if a person owing 
rates goes away, no one else would come into the 
house until the rates are cleared off either by the land- 
lord or somebody clsel — If another tenant does come 
in the Poor-rate Collector can make him pay, he 
having the right to deduct the amount from his landlord. 

5524, The power of distress which the collectors have 
throughout Ireland practically makes the premises 
liable to the rate. That is practically the result of 
itt — It is. 

6525. I believe you audit some of the township 
accounts in the neighbourhood of Dublin? — I do, on 
the south side- 

5520. In the course of that audit does there come 
before you, as part of the vouchers, the account of 
payments for water rate by the Commissioners to the 
Collector-General? — Yes. 

5627. I presume these are vouched by the production 
of receipts ? — They are. 

5528. In the course of your audit have you ever 
ascertained that receipts have been given out of the 
Collector-General’s office for water rate upon a slip of 
paper, not tlie printed fomi at all ? — 1 have seen ma- 
nusci-ipt receipts from the Collector-General. 

6529. Can you say in what townships you saw 
them ?— I think I have seen in the City Hall the re- 
ceipt? of the Collector-General in manuscript, and I 
liave also seen them in the Rathdown Union for pay- 
ments by the Board of Guardians, and elsewhere. 

6530. How did you see tliem in tlie City Hall ^in 

connexion witli what accounts there ? — In connexion 
with the account for payments made to the Collector- 
General by tlie Corporation. I saw some receipts not 
later than to-<lay, not on tlie Collector-Geuei-al’s form 
at all — not on tlie form proper for the collection of 
rates in the Collector-General’s department, but on a 
form of receipt which the Corporation have for their 
own use. 

5531. Was that for rates the Corporation paid? — 
For moneys paid by the Corporation to the Collector- 
General, 


5532. I presume these payments were for rates 
respect of the water mains, or something of that kind ? 
— I think so. 

Mr. Taa_ffe . — On all the Corporation property 
through the city? • ^ 

Mr. Finlay. — Yes, but I have seen receipts from the 
Collector-General’s depai-tment for large sums of money 
in manuscii25t or on foi-ms that were not the proper 
forms ; for instance, I saw in Kingstown tlie other day 
for £600 or £700 jiaid on the 31st December a receipt 

on a jiolice tax form. 

Mr. Taaffe . — That is the correct form. 

5533. Chaikman. — If it was the ordinary police tax 
foi-m produced before us it would appear- to be the form 
particularly applicable to the payment by a township 
of contract water rate, because there is a iiarticul.ir 
heading for that ? —A heading on the particular fonn ? 

5534. I mean on the one produced to us. I do not 
say it was the same as was pi-oduced to you. There 
was produced to us a document which appeared to be a 
police tax form, because the police tax was one of the 
in-incipal items in it, but tliere was also in the same 
document a heading for the conti-act water rate, and 
that is the only form of receipt in the CoUector-Gene- 
i-al’s office that, as far as I can see, would be applicable 
to that ? — My impression is that water rate was not 
printed in that form jn-oduced to me. 

Mr. Taaffe . — I think you are wrong. 

5535. CuAiRMAN. — There was a case in which a very 
large sum of money ^vas paid by tire Blackrock Com- 
missioners, and it was demanded from them again, and 
one of the explanations — indeed I may say the only 
explanation — given for that second demand was tliat 
by some want of caution in the office tlie receipt was 
given on one of the ordinary forms instead of the 
police tax form. The two documents were shown to 
us, and it appeared that the police tax form was the 
form apjilicable to tliat particular payment? — I will 
look at that receijit again. 

5636. However, you ar-e certain tliat the receiptsgivcii 
to the Corporation were on a form not used by the Col- 
lector-Genei-al at all, but by the Cor^ioration them- 
selves ? — Per-fectly certain. Of course I accepted them 
as preper vouchers, and passed the accounts. But I. am 
aware that the treasurer of the Corporation wrote a 
letter to Mr. Taaffe telling him of the remarks that I 
had made respecting the forms on which the receipts 
had been given. Of course I had no power to interfere 
with the Collector-General, but merely as the receipt.? 
passed threugh my hand I commented on the fact that 
they Avere not on the form of receipts provided by the 
Collector-General’s depai-tment. 

5537. Chairman. — ‘Were you aware whether the 
letter was marked “Piivate?” — I am aware that the 
letter is in the official letter hook of the Corporation. 
Of course, I take it that the letter, being in the official 
hook of the Coi-jioration, is not private. 

5538. Do you know of any other cases except those of 
the Corporation and those cases you arc doubtful about 
in wliieli receipts were given either upon -wrong forms or 
blank sheets of paper ? — I think you will find it the 
case in the Piathdoivn Union. 

5539. "Wliat were those receipts for? — For water 
supplied, I think, to the Ballyhrack and Killiney 
tOAvnship. 

5540. Is your recollection of those receipts that tliey, 
were on a plain sheet of iiaper? — My recollection is 
that they were altogether in manuscript. 

5541. Mr, Murray. — Were there any others be- 
sides those tliree ? — I think tliere have been several 
receipts, speaking noiv for the last three or four years 
— some in the City Hall, some in the townships, that 
have passed threugh my hands not on the form pre- 
scribed. 

5542. Chairman. — You mentioned the City Hall, 
Kingstown, and Eatlidown? — Yes. 

Mr. Taaffe. — I believe I may suiiplemeiit tliat evi- 
dence by tdling you tliat in almost evei-y insfamce of 
large payments — by the Railway Companies, the Alli- 
ance Gas Company, Trinity College, and the Bank of 
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tlie receipt is passed on the office account, 

and Bot on the regular form. We have got no form 
for those exceptional sums. The Corporation receipts 
,ave all passed on their own forms. 

Mr. Finlay . — I heg your pm-don. I have seen 
receipts for payments made by the Corporation to 
public bodies'and others upon tlie Corporation forms, 
and ailso on the forms belonging to those bodies. In 
some instances there are duplicate receipts for the 
payiaent. 

' Jir. Taaffe . — We would not give duplicate receipts — 
we never did. 

Mr. What occurred to me was, whei'e 

receipts were given by the Collector-General in manu- 
isoi'ipt, of which there can be no block, I could not see 
what check there could be in the department in Fleet- 
:stveet. 

Mr. Tmffe . — As a matter of fact there always is a 
block filled, and the receipt which is attached to that 
block is cancelled and left attached to it. 

5543. Chaikman. — The gi-eat difficulty about it is 
this. I could understand there could be some check 
if tb ere were any books kept. I s tlrere any suggestion 
wliich you would make, Mr. Finlay, as regards the 
mode of giving receipts in such an office as theCollector- 
General of Rates’ office 1 

Mr. Finlay . — I do not know sufficient of the details 
•of the business to be able to oSer any suggestion be- 
yond tliis, tliat in all cases receipts should be given on 
tlic printed form provided for the purjiose, and the 
block preseiwed ; there should be no exception. 
It is essential to keeping a proper check and control 
upon tlie receipts. 


5644. hlr. Phipps. — Would you have a system of 
registration of tliose receipts — that when a book is 
issued to a collector it should be recorded against him 
from number so-and-so, to number so-and-so ! — I think 
they do that. As well as I remember, in the Col- 
lector-General’s department they keep a record of re- 
ceipts issued to the Oollcctore. 

Chaiiuian. — Tliey have a system of registration, but 
not exactly as Mr. Phipps suggests. 

5545. Mr. Phipps. — In the Collector-General’s 
office the plan of carrying out the receipts poidion of 
the business is to arrange the foiins for sums respec- 
tively, £5, £20, £25, and so on. Do you see any 
advantage gained by a sub-division of the receipts 
in that manner, when a general registration would 
answer the purpose 1 — I do not see it ; but I believe 
that arrangement was owing to some frauds, or ap- 
pai-ont frauds in the Colleetor-General’s department 
a number of years ago. 

Mr. Taajjc . — The great object- is, Mr. Phipps, that 
if the denomination is not printed on the block and 
receipt we could have no possible check that the col- 
lector paid in the full amoimt for which he passed the 
receipt ; but if the columns ai-e printed, in as far as a 
few shillings we can tell. 

5546. Mr. Phipps. — You mean with regard to where 
he received a portion of the rate where he may have 
received the whole of it ! — He may have received the 
whole of it. 

Mr. Finlay. — A poor-rate collector issuing a receipt 
on any otlier forai than the form prescribed by the 
Local Government Board, is declared to be subject to 
dismissal. 


Mr. Denis Moylan. Collector-General, re-examined. 


5547. Chairji.^. — T here are two or three questions 
I want to ask you, Mr. hloylan. Were you aware 
that those schedules sent by you to the Receiver- 
Master were not in compliance with tlie Order in. 
Council! — I was not. 

5548. And did you suppose those schedules showed 
tlie amount of Arrears tliat were recoverable and irre- 
coverable 1 — I supposed they were returned in tlie usual 
way tliey had always been returned. 

5549. I do not know what you mean by the usual 
way they had always been returned. Tliis Order in 
Council was passed in 1866. Were you aware that 
the schedules you were sending in were not in accord- 
-auee with the Order in Council! — I was not. I 
was under the impression tliey were in strict accordance 
with it. 

•5550. Did you ever look through them ! — I did ; I 
looked through them generally. 

5551. And did you ever ascertain wliat actually 
was in them, and what was not in them! — I saw what 
was in them. 

5552. And did you believe tliat that was in accord- 
ance with the Order- in Council! — I was not aware of 
what tlie Order in Council was. 

5553. Did you ever rea.d the Oi-der in Coimcil! — 
No. 

5504. Did you ever read any Order in Council passed 
for the management of your office! — I read the Privy- 
Council Rules. • 

5555. Well, did you read the i-ule which prescribed 
the particular way in which the accounts and the 
sclicdules attached to the accounts should be sent in to 
the Receiver Master 1 — No. I believed the gentlemen 
m the habit of making out those accounts conformed 
to it. 

5556. Why.thegeutlemeiiwhoniadeouttheaccouuts 
in one year were not the gentlemen who made out the 
accounts in another? — The fii-st clerk, Mr. Hanlon, 
made them out, and then Mr. TaalTe. 

5557. Was there any matter in connexion with 
your office from beginning to end, that you exercised 
any personal surveillance or supeiintendeuce over ! — 
A great deal. 

o558. Did you ever while you were there detect 


auytliing wrong in any book or any document! — I 
detected that two collectors were not doing tJieii- duty. 

5559. With the exception of that you never found 
anything wrong about the books or the accounts, or 
anytliing else ! — I really did not understand the books 
the wa^ they were kept. They were not kept like 
mercantile books. 

5560. This document before us now, purports to be 
made out in pursuance of the Order in Council ; but if 
it had been made out in pursuance of the Order in 
Council from 1866 to 1870, or from 1870 to the present 
year you would be able to give us the returns of 
ai-reai-s we have asked for, and which you told us it 
was impossible to give out of the office at all ! — Well, 
I never examined the books in detail that way. 

5561. But I am not now speaking of the books ; I 
am speaking simply of those schedules which you -were 
bound to append to each account you sent in to the audi- 
tor. If you filled tliem up in the way you pui-ported to 
fill them up, according to the heading, tliey would 
simply give us the infoi-mation that we have been asking 
for, from 1870 to the present time! — I believed the first 
clerk always did it correctly. I )iad confidence in liim 
that he would do it con-ectly. 

5562. Just one question, because it is the last time 
I suppose we will be examining you. Have you 
always acted upon the principle, from the time you 
were appointed CoUector-General of Rates, that every 
body would do his duty, and that the Collector- 
General had simply to do nothing! — The Collector- 
General did a great deal — as far as I am concerned, a 
great deal. 

I think we have almost finished onr work, -with the 
exception of examining some members of the Corpoi-a- 
tiou ; and from a commiuiication we have liad with 
the Corporation tliey apjieai- to prefer that Mr. Bi-ooks 
should be here at the time of their being examined, 
and I myself would prefer he should be here also, 
because he is better acquainted witli the views of the 
gentlemen of theCoi-porationthan I or either of theotlier 
Commissionei-s would be. It is uncertain what time 
he wOl bo able to attend, but wo will wait for some 
three or four days and then have a final sitting. After 
that we will make our report as soon as possible. 

The inquiry was then adjourned. 


J-ni. 13,1878. 

Mr. Finlay. 


Mr. Moylan. 
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Twelfth Day. — Mo-nday, February 25 , 1878 . 

Present ; — H ugh Holmes, Esq,, q.c, (Chairman) ; Maurice Brooks, Esq., sr.p. ; Herbert JI. MuERiy 
Esq. ; and Alfred J. Phipps, Esq. ; together with Thomas Browning, Esq., Secretary. 


Dr. Norwood, 


Mr, John Norwood, ll.d., j.p., t.c., examined. 


5563. CiiAiRMAS. — Dr. Norwood, I believe you are 
a member of the Corporation 1 — Yes. 

5564. And I believe wlieii intimation was given 
that this Commission w'as appointed, and that the 
Commissioners would be glad to hear any represen- 
tations or opinions which the Corporation would wish 
to make or give, a Committee was appointed by tliat 
body for the purpose of considering tlie matter 1 — 
Yes. 

.5565. And you have been nominated by the Com- 
mittee to attend and tender us any evidence in your 
power 1 — To give you all the information in my power, 
and to lay before you certain returns which were 
directed to be prepared by the Committee in tJie 
Accountant’s department, and also in the Treasurer’s 
dcjiartment. The Water Works Committee also wish 
me to lay some matters before you witli regard to the 
collection of tlie water retes, and the returns which 
have been laid before them. 

5566. I think perhaps the most convenient way —and 
Ml’. Brooks agrees witli me — would be if you, knowing 
the subject as to whicii we are inquiring, and also know- 
ing the matters that you yourself investigated, would 
make a short statement to us, calling our attention to 
such matters as are desirable 1 — In the first place, I 
do not intend, of course, at all to go into matters tliat 
formed the subject of iuquii'y up to the present, 
because they have been suffieicn'tly detailed before you ; 
but there h;is been a feeling among the members of 
tlie Corporation for a long time that the system under 
whicli the Collector-General of Rates’ department has 
been hitherto conducted was not the best for canying 
out the important duties entinsted to that department. 
They think first that the office itself is inconvenient, 
and not suliiciGntly large for the business of such a 
great department, and next that a good many ainend- 
iiients might bo iiiU’oduced into tlie system tlicre. 

5567. Just before you leave tliat point, I presume 
you do not mean that the locality of tlie office is incon- 
venient, but that tlie house itself, and tlie comjiart- 
nicnts of the house are not ivcll suited 1 — Quite so. 
The situation is a central one, near the baiik.s, and is 
tliercforo convenient; but the space devoted to tlie 
public in the office is insufficient, and the liouse itself 
is otlierwise iiicoiiveiiient, and as you have been in- 
formed, prejudicial to the health of those who are eni- 
jiloyed tliei’e. For convenience sake J propose to 
divide niy evidence into remarks upon the internal 
working of the office, then in regard to its external 
relations with ditferent public bodies; and next, I 
proiiose with your permission to show what is done 
in other towns and cities, such as Belfast, with a view 
of considering the proposed legislation whicli was 
foi-mulated by tho Collector-General to meet some 
difficulties in tho collection of the rates. 

5568. Take these up in the order in which yon 
have arranged thoiii ? — In the fimt 2 )lacc, the CorporiV 
tion think that if the staff were well orgiuiizod, and 
included in its ranks an accountant of approved 
ability and competence, it would be quite sufficient to 
carry out the busiiie.ss of the office. I am now speak- 
ing of the uflice itself 

5569. Do I understand by that last answer that 
the present staff with the addition of an accoimtant, 
or the iiresont staff, assuming that one of the mem- 
bers of it were employed as an accountant, would be 
sufliciout 1 — Tliat the jiresent st^iff, with the addition 
of an accountant, would be quite sufficient for tlie dis- 


charge of the duties. They think that an accountant 
is an officer whose services cannot be dispensed witli 
while giving credit to all the gentlemen in the office 
for discharging their duty to the best of their ability 
and I must say with very great courtesy as far as I 
have had an opportunity of judging. So far with 
regard to the officials. Then they think — and with 
regard to this matter they have had a good deal of 
conversation, inasmuch as the reform of their'own 
system of accounts in theCoiqiorationfoi'med thesubject- 
inatter of discussion and consideration in the severaf 
Committees during the past two yeai-s — that a good 
deal of improvement might be inti'oduced to facilitate 
business, and also to provide moi'e efficient checks in 
the lodgment of moneys, and so on, They think that 
the system of lodgment by receivable orders would 
form a convenient one for checking moneys lodged 
both in tlie office itself, and also in the bank ; that 
the receipts detached from tliose receivable oi-dei-fi, 
would, with the bank-book, foi-m a convenient mode 
of cliecking. They tliink lodgments should be made 
every day according as it would be convenient eithw 
by an officer detailed particularly for that duty, so as 
to save the time of fifteen or sixteen gentlemen, or if 
that was not found desii able that tlie lodgment should 
be made upon tliose receivable orders by the collectors 
each day. 

5570. Do I understand that the receivable 01 -del's 
should be addressed to tbe collectors ? — The receivable 
orders in the body filled up to each collector upon a 
proper foi-ni, and then a fonn at the foot, directing tbe 
Bank of Ireland to receive the amount. 

5571. But it is not pro^iosed that receivable ordei's 
should be addressed to tax-payers thi-oughout the city t 
— Oh, not at all. 

5572. Mr. Murray. — The receivable order is ad- 
dressed to the bank? — Addressed to the bank, 

5573. CiiAiRJiAN. — In point of fact, it is a substi- 
tution for a lodgment docket, I presume? — For a lodg- 
ment docket; but that receivable order would receive 
the counter-signature of the chief of the department, 
or, in his absence, whoever is deputed to cai-i-y on his 
business. 

5574. Mr. Phipps. — Are you aware that under the 
present system, in the Collector-General’s office, the 
money received by tlie collectors is paid in daily to 
the bank ? — I am quite aware of that ; but there was 
some suggestion that tlie money might ho paid in 
weekly. Tho Corporation do not, for one moment, 
mean to say tliat there is any reason of an unpleasant 
character to lead to the adoption of tliat system : 
but that, they have found it to work .so well with tlis 
Corporation, they think itmiight be introduced with 
advantage here. 

5575. Chairman. — It is right to say that no sug- 
gestion has been made either to the Commissioners, 
or by the Commissioners, that the money should be 
lodged in the bank weekly. On the contrai'y, so far 
as we ai-e concerned, all our suggestions pointed to the 
propriety and the necessity of having it lodged from 
day to day? — Yes, sir. Then there was a suggestion 
that it might be convenient that the allocations slioiild 
be made quarterly, or at, longer intei-vols than at pre- 
sent ; but that would be highly inconvenient to many 
departments of tho Corporation, and, they believe, to 
other public bodies. It is a gi-eat advantage, in many 
instances, where the funds arc a line ball between tlie 
ciedit and debit side, tliat tliey should get weekly the 
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necessary funds to carry on the different departments ; 
and the Coi'poration tliink that the present system, as 
far as ■weekly allocations are concerned, ought to be 

observed. 

5576. The suggestion upon that point ■was not that 
the money should be allocated at the end of each quarter, 
and that in the meantime tlie Corporation, or the other 
public bodies, shouldnothavemoney transferred to them; 
but the suggestion was, that from day to day, a sum equal 
•to about the proportion to which each of the public 
bodies was entitled of the money collected should be 
transferred to them on account, not as a final alloca^ 
tion, and that then, at the end of each three months, 
or even at the end of six months, the account should 
be adjusted on one side or the other. It was never 
proposed, nor would the Conimissioneis in any way 
countenance such a suggestion, that any public body 
should be kept ■without its money for even a month. 
It was not, perhaps, clearly expressed; but still 
that suggestion was made. The object of the sug- 
gestion — whether it is of any value or not is 


of no great impoi-tance now, as we will subse- ss. iSTS. 
quently consider it — was to save the labour in 

office of a minute calculation every week for ,i.p, 

a final allocation ; that in point of fact, the allo- 
cation should be from day to day and week to week, 
on account merely, and adjusted at stated times 1 — 

Well, sir, there is another- matter — it has been sug- 
gested by one of tlie officers of the Coi-poration — and 
that is, that the lodgments should be the gi-oss col- 
lections, and not the collections minus the 2^ per cent, 
deductions, and that those deductions should appar 
reutly, in accordance witli the Act of Parliament, be 
made at stated periods. It is an inconvenience to the 
depai-tment of the accountant in the Corporation to 
have to note those sums weekly ; and, perhaps, it might 
be a more convenient course if the gross sum was 
lodged, and then, at the close of the allocation, the 
deduction be made for the cai-rying on of the office. 

Now, if the accountant will explain to you the amount 
of work this throws upon him, you will see at once 
the importance of the suggestion. 


Mr. Thomas O’Donnei.l, City Accountant, examined. 


5577. Mr. Brooks. — Vou are the accountant of the 
Corporation, Mr. O’Donnell 1 — I am the accountant of 
the Corporation, and have chaa-ge of the rates ledger. 

5578. Chaibmas.-— J ust explain the point to which 
Pr. Norwood has called attention in connexion witJi 
the accounts 1 — Once a week ive get a I’eturn from the 
Collector-General’s office, these sheets (produced), 
■which shows the net amount of cash lodged in bank 
to the credit of each of the corporate funds. This 
sheet is luldressed to me. It shows the gross collection 
out of which the money has been taken and lodged. 
Tliat gross collection is apportioned iigainst several 
years. We have our books i-uled for each year, so 
that we are able to test the gross amount against any 
particulai' year in the ledger, and ive are able to test 
the net amount also in the ledger. I will open the 
ledger for you and you will see at a glance. 

Dr. Aom-ood. — We are able to lay before you all 
the accounts since 1851 — since the opening of the 
department. 

Mr. O'Donnell (indicating in tlic ledger.) — This is 
the account of the Improvement Rate. We have a 
column for each year. This is in course of collection 
(1876-77 and 78) ; and this has gone out of col- 
lection (1875). This (indicating) is the net amoimt 
lodged, and this the gross amount. We post these 
sums into these columns according to the year, 
and we post the net amounts here. And what I 
suggest is that the gross amount ought to be lodged, 
aii<l that the per-centage could be paid by cheque by 
tlie Corporation to the Collector-General, and form a 
proper charge in the Corporation books to go before 
the auditor when auditing the accounts. 

5579. Mr. Brooks. — Not only in each year, but 
every mouth in each yearl — Certainly. We will take 
any pai-ticular return. The last sum posted for the im- 
provement i-ate for 1876 in gross collection account 
is £12 18s. 5|d. Then you get the net amount here, 
which wDl be iu tliis column in account of casli lodged, 
£12 12s.; and soon. Take the next, and you get 
the net amount there. Take this gross amount for 
1878, and you get the net amount there (indicating). 

5580. Mr. Phipps. — There is one question which 
M'ises out of the proposed system of allocation, and 
that is at ■what period would a money payment be 
made to the Collector-General to meet the demands 
made upon him in the shape of salaries'! — The salaries 
are I believe payable monthly, and tlierefore the Col- 
lector-General must have money in hands to pay them. 

Mr. Taaffe. — There would be no difficulty in the 
world if you got rid of the Privy Council Order, which 
dii'ccte that the reductions should be made every week. 
There would be nothing to prevent tJie system Mr. 
O’Donnell suggests being carried out if that were 
done, because under the Privy Council Rules the Col- 
lector-General has two accounts; and whether ho 


draws on his general or office account the bank have 
authority to honour his cheques. 

5581. Mr. Phipps. — I see where you would get your 
funds from; but there is a sort of misappropriation 
ai ising out of that. If the expemses of the office are to 
be met out of the per-centage deducted from the rates, 
the Collector-General ought to draw on that fund, and 
that only, and not on the general fund. To do so is a 
tempoi-arv misappropriation of funds. Out of what 
fund would the Collector-General be able to meet the 
payment of his salaries during the quarter whOe he 
is waiting for the payment of the Corporation to him 1 

Mr. Taaffe . — He could not meet them at all. 

Dr. Norwood . — Make the allocations monthly. It 
will save us three jiostings at all events. It might 
convenience the Collector-GeneraTs department also. 

Mr. Phipps. — I would suggest that ]>ayment on ac- 
count be made montlily, and the balance be paid wheq. 
the allocation is made, if it is to be made quarterly. 
It is perfectly clear that the Collector-Genei-al should 
have proper funds to meet the demands of the office 
expen.ses and the collector’ poundage. 

The Gollector-General . — Tlie collectoi-s are paid their 
poundage ■weekly. 

Mr. Muekay. — T here is no reason for that. 

Mr. Phipps. — Icertainly sayit wouldhe very wrong 
iu principle to draw cheques on your general account, 
wliich is distinct from office expenses altogether. 

Mr. 'Taaffe . — They are not drawn on the general 
fund. 

Chairman. — Mr. O’Donnell, I think we now under- 
stand your suggestion in reference to this, aud we also 
see there is very good reason in it. The only question 
is how we can can-y it out, having regard to the ques- 
tion of the rates collected, and the necessary funds 
from time to time to jiay tlic officers. 

Mr. O'Donnell . — I do not see any difficulty in the 
Collector-General getting his per-centage evei-y week, 
because his return can be sent to me every week, and I 
could certify an account of the per-centage to be jiaid to 
him, and it cCmld be paid by cheque drawn on eacli pai-- 
tioular fimd so as to form afterwards a proper charge 
iu the Corporation books, which would come in due 
form liefore the auditor to be checked like any other 
payment. What 1 suggest is that the Collector-Gene- 
ral’s department should not be allowed tlie manipula- 
tion of the rates beyond the allocation of tliem to the 
projier funds. The gi-oss amount of the I'atcs collected 
ought to be lodged to tlie credit of each fund. The 
per-centage and all otlier expenses in connexion with 
the Collector-Genei-al of Rates’ office ought to be paid 
by cheques, and then form a proper charge against each 
rate in the Corpoi-ate books. As the account stands 
at present, we have no account of per-centage beyond 
this, tliat we take the net amount received from the 
gi'oss amount collected. 


Mr. O’DonneU. 
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Pe6. 2 !p, 1S78. 5;>82. Chairman". — I n fact, ■vvhat you say is that 

Mr- O'DomieU. proper course, having regard to tiie audit of your 
iicoount, is that the gross sum should be paid to you, 
and you do not care how frequently you give hack out 
of that the two and a iialf per cent, to the Collector- 
(rej)eral of Rates. Your point is that under any cir- 
ouHLstances tlie entire amount should come to you ? — 
Quite so ; and that was intended by the Act of Parlia- 
ment. 

- 5583. And you will be prepared to pay the per- 
centage each week or month ? — Each week orfortuight, 
or monthly or quarterly, as would suit the convenience 
of the Collector- General’s department, 

658-1. Is there any further suggestion in connexion 
with this matter that you would like to make, because 
it would he convenient for us to have them altogether 
— that is as to the payment of rates by the Collector- 
General of Rates to the Corporation 1 — Except with 
respect to the length of time which it takes to collect 
tlio assessment. I think each assessment is generally 
three years in course of collection. I think that period 
is too long, because it leads to great inconvenience. 
The Corporation are jilaced at great inconvenience. 
They want the money, and, in consequence of not get- 
ting the rates in in a shorter time, tliey are often 
driven to financing — they are obliged to get tomjtorary 
loans or advances from one fund to another, .auticip.at- 
ing the receipts from the rates. 

5585. In fact, that is part of the broader question 
that we have been considering from the commoucemont 
of this Commission — namely, that it is a very undesir- 
able thing in the Collector-General of Rates’ Office to 
lot the rales remain uncollected for the period they do, 
and that proceedmgs should be taken to recover tliein 
at a much earlier period than they are taken 1 — Quite 

558G. ‘VVe might have payment made in tlic fii-st 
year instead of having it now made in the second yeai'. 
In fact I would go further than that, and have the col- 
lection closed within the yearl 

Dr. yorioood . — Many mombere of the Corporation 
have expressed strongly their opinion that with due 
diligence and efficiency the collections might be made 
within the year. 

5587. Mr. O'Donnell . — Thatiswhatl say. — There is 
no reason why they should not be made witliin the 
year, and afterwards I would be pi-epared to lay some 
su^astions before you with the view of seciudug that 
desirable object. Witli regard to these books, as the 
Comini.ssionors will perceive, they are most aceui-atcly 
kept, and wo can furnish every return connected with 
the city rates from tho institution of the department 
to the present hour. 

5588. That is from 1851 ? — Yes; and we have pre- 
pared returns, showing all the details from tho com- 
mencement of the office to the present hour. [Returns 
handed in.] 

5589. Mr. Brooks. — You hand these in as i)rcpared 
by you and vouched by you '! 

ilr. O'Donnell. — Yes. 

5590. CiiAiRMAN. — Will tliey show us, in reference 
to the various rates the gross assessment for each year, 
the gross collection and the deficiency 1 — Ceitaiiilv; 
from 1851 up to the last lodgment made by the Col- 
iector-GeneviU of Ratos. 

Dr. Norioood. — I may state that the Corporation 
thought it tlieii- duty to lay before you all the informa- 
tion they have upon that head from the very beginning 
of the department, and they are happy to bo enabled to 
state that, through the efficiency of lilr. O’Donnell luul 
hi.s staff, they lay that before you with thorough accu- 

5591. CiiAiRMAX. — AVhat is tlic meaning of this 
account I see before me ; I see before me the amount 
of tlin' in-eccpts sent to the Collector-General of Rates 
in 1851 — the sum of £C2,G23 is mentioned there? 

hir. O'Donnell . — Tlic Corporation are obliged on the 
10th December in every year to fimiisli an estimate 
to the Collector-General, upon which he has to assess 
and to collect the rates for the ensuing year, and that 


is the column tliere, showing the amount of the pre 
cejit for each of these yeai-s, but. you have the assess 
ment in anotlier column (indicating). 

5592. That is what I wanted to understand. Is the 
difference between the assessment, £62,623, and tin' 
amount in your precept to represent the’ cast of 
collection? — Not at all. 

5593. Why then is the assessment larger? Becau.se 

the 2s. rate on the valuation might produce a lai-crer 
sum than the amount sent to tlie Collectoi'-Geneml's 
office, and it is collected on the -valuation, and the 
valuation will produce a sum in excess of the amount 
sent to the Collector-General by the Corporation to 
be collected. 

5594. I believe there is some jirovision whiclt 

enables the Collector-General to disregard a farthimr 
or a penny? ^ 

Mr. Taafe. — There is ; he can go as far ns a punnv 

Mr. O'DonneU. — The full amount the Collector- 
General Las a right to assess has been assessed ; that 
is 2s, for Improvement Rate. 

5595. Mr. Phipps. — As a matter of account, wliidi 
do you consider the coi-rect sum to put on recoid 
as against tlio Collector-General? Do you considei' 
the climate or the amount of assessment?— The 
assessment, which ought to cover the amount of the 
precept 

CiiAiRMAX. — And if the assessment is lai-ger than 
your estimate ? — ^That is, I suppose, when tho money 
went the other way, a 2a. rate on the valuation pro- 
ducing an assessment in excess of the estimate, 

6596. Mr. Phipps. — In your own account do you 
deal with the amount of your assessment, or with vour 
estimate ? — With tho amount of the assessment (as it 
might be collected). 

5597. Then no difference could arise if tho uasess- 
meiit were collected between your books and tlie books 
of the Collector-General ? — None whatever. 

Dr. Norwood. — The Corporation desire that the 
books be made, as far as possible, conformable with 
the system of book-keeping in tlie Coi-poi'ation anti in 
the Collector-GeucnU’s Office— tliat both systems 
should coincide, 

5598. Chairm.\x. — I see in 1854, £47,512 ISb. 8</. 
as being the amount of your precept ; and I see in the 
same year that the amount of the sisscssment was 
£53,663 12s, \\d. How was it that there was such a 
difference in tliat year. I see there is a second item ! 
One is collection by measurement, and the other the 
2s. rate. The measurement is included in the sum 
tliere (indicating), vis., £53,663 12s. ID?. 

5599. In point of fact the £53,663 12s. 11.?. is tlio 
same as I got above 1 — Just so. 

Dr. Norwood. — There are cei-tain public buildings 
cliarged by measurement, and they come under a 
different heading in the Collector-General’s liooks, as 
they ought to do, from those of the orrlinarv tciie- 

5600. Chairman.— I find that there was £6,000 of 
an assessment more than the precept, which is moi'D 
tlian the precept would represent. How is that?— 
Because the 2s, rate ivas still levied upon the valuation. 

5601. But then has the Collector-General any right 
to levy a 2.s. rate under tlieso circumstances? — I am 
not aware of that. 

Mr. Taaffe. — Certainly not. 

Mr. O’Donnell. — However, that is the only exphi- 
nation I can give ; the 2s. i-ate has been levied (except 
for one year when Is. lOrf. was levied), from the com- 
mencemout — from 1850 — up to the present moment. 

CiiAnniAN. — I see another year in which the differ- 
ence is .£.3,000, and another year in which tlie difference 
is .£4,000 between the assessment and your estimate ; 
but I find no instance in which the difi’ercncc is so 
great as in that year tli.at I called attention to, where 
it is over £G,00(i ; and the difference is to be observed 
ill this fact, that in that pai-ticular year (1854) the 
amount of the precept not collected was only 
£-991 10s. 3](7., while in all the other year.s, with the 
exception of one, it went up to thousands of pounds. 
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Dr. Is'orwooil . — Wliat year ib tliatl 

Chais-Man. — Tlic year 1854. 

Mr. O’DonneU . — It stands so in our books. Whether 
persons from the Collector-General’s office can give 
YOU an explanation of it or not I cannot say. I can 
crive you no explanation of it. 

Mr. Phipps. — Then that is a question affecting the 
ratepayers seriously in the payment of rates. 

Mr. O’Donnell . — You may remark that in only one 
or two instances has money been lodged in excess of 
the ]>recopt sent into tJie Collector-General. 

5()02. Mr. Phipps. — That is perfectly ti-ue. This 
sheet before me represents the improvement rate. 
Have you a corresponding sheet representing the other 
jrttesl — I have. Hei'e is one for the south distinct 
sewers into (handed in;. 

Dr. Norwood . — Tliero is the north and south sewers 


rate. 

Mr. O’Donnell. — But they are separate rates. 

Di-. Norwood. — They ai-e separate under the statute. 

5U03. Chairsi.ax. — It seems to me — I do not know 
exactly how the figures may be — that the assessments 
in this case, having regard to the amount of the pre- 
cept and the amount of the collection, are very consi- 
derably in excess of what they ought to be. For 
instance, talce the fii-st yeai- Mr. Moylan commenced, 
the amount of the assessment was £57,915 10s. 5d., 
while the amount of the precept in tliat year was 
.£51,117 16s. 3d. ; the assessment in 1872 was 
,£G0,574 6s. lit?., while the precept was only 
£55, -300 2s. lid. ; and in the same year we find the 
,£6,000 arising in the improveinout I'ate. That is 
.£577, as against ,-£4,883 6s. 

Mr. O'Donnell. — Those wore the first three years of 
the working of the office. 

5604. Mr. Phipps. — Is there an increase in the 
assessment in respect of the expenses in tJie Collector- 
(leuei-al’s office 1 

Gii.vibjiax. — 1 asked that question before, and I 
was told not. 

Mr. Phipps. — That is, whether or not, when you 
sent in yoiu' ivssessmeat or ]>recept into the. Collector- 
General’s office, he atkls to that an amount which would 
i-econp him 21. per cent.l — Not at all. 

5600. In point of fact you take into account the 
j>er cent, in making the precept \ — Ccrbiinly we 
deduct it. 

Mr. Taaffe. — Though the gross amount of the im- 
pi'ovcmeut rate exceeds the amount of the precept by 
luoro than one penny in the pound, the assessment does 
not exceed tlie precept. 

Chairman. — T here is no use in saying that. 

3Ir, Taaffe. — I cannot, of course, tell anything 
about the year 1854. 

Mr. O'Donnell. — You have got tlie measurement in- 
cluded, 1851,1852,1853, 185!), 1856, there it is not 
set forth specially, because I was not able to get the 
exact amount to set forth. 

5606. Chairman. — I will speak of 1854. The 
amount, £47,512 19a. 8d. — that is the amount you 
called on the Collector-General to collect, and that was 
all you wanted 1 — That was the amount that would bo 
I'oquircd for the expenses of the year. 

5607. It was imma-teml to you whether it was 
collected by the Improvement rate or the Mcasui-ement 
rate 1 — Yes. 


5608. And then I find that £49,828 14,9. was the 
amount to be collected by an Improvement rate, 
aocoiding to tlie assessment, and £3,834 18.?. lid. 
was to bo collected by a measurement rate, and there- 
fore, taking tliat assessment consisting of both those 
sums, £53,512 12s. lid., that makes £6,000 in excess 
of your precept! — You are quite i-ight. 

5609. It is i-iglit, as I have taken an early date to 
SCO how the matter stands at a later period, and I find 
the first instance that my eye lights upon is in 1873, 
that the amount of estimate sent to the Collector- 
General was £55,142 15s. 7d,, and that the amount of 
the assessment, £60,418 3s. 5<7, which was a sum of 
rather over £5,000 in excess. I find in the following 
year it was £4,400, and in the following year it was 


£2,200 in excess. That is in 1875. I gave already m 25, i878. 

the figures in the South Districts Sewer rate, at an oi^^DDell, 

eai'ly period, and coming down to 1873, 1874, and 

1875, 1 find in 1873 there was an excess, of over £831 

upon a sum of £5,000; in 1874 an excess of about 

£800 on the sum of £4,375 ; and in 1875 there was 

no excess, in point of fact it was in that year £70 less. 

In 1872 it was £893 in excess of the sum of £5,000. 

What other rates have you got? — This is the Noi-tli 
Sewers Bate [produced]. 

I find the same thing here. In 1872 the assess- 
ment was £422 in excess of £3,500, the amount 
required. In 1873-it was £570 in excess of £3, -500, 
the amount required ; and in 1874 it wivs an excess of 
about £500, perhaps a few pence less than £500 over 
£3,062 10s. And in 1875 the assessment was not so 
much above it. 

Zyir. O'Donnell . — That is the Grand Jury return. 

[Document handed in.] 

5610. Chairman. — ^Well, now, in the Grand Juiy 
return, I find tlie same thing ; I will take the last 
yeai-s. In the year 1871 tliere was about £2,500 in 
excess of the amount of £41,542 149. In 1872 the 
amount wliich was assessed was less by about £1,600 
than the amount required by the precept. In 1873 it 
wa.s about £2,000, and in 1874 it was £5,400 
more upon the sum of £53,597, and in 1875 it was 
a sura of £3,200 more. You have got another rate, 
have you not? — We have got the domestic water 
rate and the public water rate [document handed 
in.] We have also a main drainage and a vestry 
cess abolition rate. 

5611. This is a rate that is onlyraised occasionally? — 

Yesti-y Cess Abolition Rate, an assessment only raised 
occasionally, in 1874 — a penny in the pound. Tliis 
is a table (produced) showing tlie recoupments on 
account of the 2J per cent., and sliowiiig the 
cliarges deducted from the collection for salaries, 
pensions, &c., from 1871 to 1877, and from 1871 to 
1870. That will give you an idea of the additional 
cost of collection, say one halfpenny in the pound on 
the v.iiole collection during that period. 

5012. Explain that again? — This table represents 
the amount that we get as a refund from office ex- 
penses out of tlie 2^ pei' cent, -w-hicli has been deducted, 
and this table (indicateil) represents the amoiuit that 
has been deducted by the Collector-Genei-.il for salaries, 
expense.s, law costs, taking the amount of the recoup- 
ments from the amount deducted from the collection, 
it will give a balance in favour of the Colleetor- 
Genei-al’s office against tlie Corporation extending over 
those years. Frein the year 1871 to 1S77, if you 
were to set the amount returned to the Corporation 
against tlic amount taken out of the general collection, 
over tlie 2i per cent., the difference would be the 
amount that is represented hei-e as cost of collection in 
excess of the per cent. 

5613. Quite so — £2,777 9s. Ad. That represents 
the amount in excess of the 2 J per cent. So that, in 
point of fact, instead of tlie collection being kept 
under 2^ jicr cent, it exceeds it? — To that amount iir 
tliosc yeai'S. 

•5614. That is a very valuable return. In fact, all 
these returns are valuable, and they will give us a 
great deal of help. I observe in these returns there is- 
a very large amount of the assessment that remained 
outstanding, and also that it frequently happens tliat 
even a poi tion of wliat you asked for in one yeai^’s 
jireccpt, although tlie assessment lias always been 
higher tlian your precept ? — Quite so. 

5615. Have the Coiporation, from time to time, 
made any inquiries of the Collector-General of Rates’ 
office how it is that those amounts -were outstanding? — 

Well, I am not aware. 

5616. Is not that in your own department? — It 
would not come within the sphere of my duty to take 
cognizance of it. 

5617. As accountant of the Corporation yon have 
got no information, nor any means of acquiring 
information, as to Jiowthat amount was outstiinding? — 

No ; certainly not. I have no check on the returns 

2 H 2 
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5. fumislied me by tlie Gollector-Geuei'al, I have to accept 
Ij them as correct, and deal with them as I get them ; 
check them ; and charge them in the books according 
to the allocation of the sums i-etnmed — in fact, the 
only way we have of arriving- at a conclusion as to 
tJie arrears, or the amounts not collected on any par- 
-ticular assessment, is by taking the amount of tlie gross 
collection from the amount assessed — thus taking the 
improvement rate Retiu'ji, which is the largest, you 
will see I have divided it into two periods — from 1851 
to 1869 inclusive, and from 1870 to 1875 inclusive. 
The first period refera to a tern of nineteen yeain’ as- 
sessments, which may be subdivided into two terms of 
six years each, and one term of seven yeai-s, and shows 
the per-centage of the non-collected assessment ; 11| 
per cent, for tlie fii-st; 7^ for tlie next; and 8J, re- 
spectively, equal to 91 of total assessment, from 1851 
to 1869 inclusive. The second part refers to a period 
of six years assessments ; the per-centage of the assess- 
ment uncollected may be taken at 10^ per cent. — from 
1870 to 1875, that is during Mr. Moylan’s tenure of 
office. The total assessment uncollected may be set 
down at 9| per cent., that is from 1851 to 1875 inclu- 
sive. I have made a summary of tire assessments 
uncollected for improvement rate ; for sewer i-ate ; for 
grand jury cess ; for domestic water rate; for public 
water rate, and main drainage. 

5618. Mr. MuiiRAY. — For what period is thatl — 
From 1851 to 1875. I see impr-ovement rate from 
1851 to 1869, and from 1870to 1875. The amount of 
the improvement rate included — ^thatis, the amount of 
the assessment and measurement from 1851 to 1869, is 
£98,781 Hs. 8Jrf. and the amount from 1870 to 1875, 
£37,716 15s. lOfci.; making a total, from 1850 to 1869, 
of £191,731, and from 1870 to 1875, £102,441 of as- 
sessments not collected. 

5619. What is the mean jrer-centage of the later 
period ? — I think ten arid a lialf per cent, would be the 
mean all round. 

5620. Mr. Beooks. — I ncluding the cost of collec- 
tion 1 — Oh, yes; the ten and a half per cent, includes 
the cost of collection of course, because it represents 
the amount of assessment uncollected. 

5621. Mr. Murray. — T hat will include law costs 
and pensious, the total charge necessary for the carry- 
ing on of the Collector-General’s office 1 — You may say 
so. The additional deductions for salaries, pensions, 
(fee., extending over six or seven years is a very small 
sum, it would not be a halfpenny in tire pound. 

5622. Mr. Brooks. — Y ou have in the Corjroration 
no list of ratepayers as such 1 — No ; we have not. We 
only get figures ; we get no names ; that is what you 
see here. We get these figures and the accounts to 
wliicli the sums should go. 

5623. Do you, as accountant, recommend that the 
Corporation should continue to refrain from having a 
list of ratepayers and accounts opened in the books of 
the Corporation? — That is a question. 

5624. You don’t care to answer the question? 

Well I do not see my way exactly to answering the 
question. 

5625. Mr. Murray. — I t would entail a large amount 
of work on your office? — It would, a tremendous 
amount. Why, if we were to have that, we onglit to 
have the collection of the rates. 

5626. Mr. Brooks. — T hen you and the Corporation 
have no means of knowing whether any particular 
ratepayer has or has not paid his rates ? — Certainly 
not, and tire only way we could have it, would be hy 
a return from the Collector-General’s office. 

5627. And the Corporation take no cognizance of 
the default of indi-vidual ratepayers? — No. 

5628. Mr. Phipps. — B ut you have power to inspect 
the Collector-General’s books if you think it necessary? 
— There is such power given under the Act. 

Chaibmax. — I do not think you would gain much 
information by an inspection of them. 

5629. Mr. Brooks. — D o you know whether any 
return is demanded by the Corporation of defaulting 
ratepayers? — I am not aware. 


5630. There is not any such return supplied? It 

is not supplied to me. 

Chairjcan. — N or indeed, I believe, supplied to any 
person. ^ 

Dr. Norwood. — There were some recently. 

Cii.AiRMAJf. — Explain what were the returns. 

Dr. Norwood. — The Corporation have never becu 
furnished witli the annual or biennial return mentioneil 
in the Act of Parliament, that is a general return of 
rates in arrear, other than the yearly report. I un, 
derstand from old officers in the Corporation that 
such returns were requested, but that they have never 
been furnished — I am speaking now of Mr. Staunton’s 
time — and that the members of the Corporation at that 
time thought that if they had a ILst of the persons in 
an-ear they might, as they had experience in the Boanl 
of Guardians, knowing persons in their different wards 
say that man ought to pay, or that man ought to be 
discharged from his payment, and so on. I think 
that would be a matter of veiy great impoi-tance. 
Well, with regard to the Waterworks Committee, they 
have felt a very great difficulty since 1861 in not 
getting returns from these persons who were supplied 
with contract water rate. 'These are charged quar- 
terly, and they have not been furnished. The 
amounts have been transmitted fi-om the supetu'isor'R 
office after the reading of the various meters. The 
accounts for the quarter are sent upon this form (pro- 
duced) to the Collector-General. That contains the 
quarterly cliarge for that particular department — the 
Waterworks Committee. 

5631. That is, in point of fact, as far as regai'dsthis 
contract water rate, the Collector-GeueraTs office has 
got nothing to do with the assessment or striking of it 
or measurement of it : it is simply a machinery to col- 
lect the amount you send to them? — Quite so, it is 
exactly like a gas account, the officer goes round, reads 
the meter, makes the return in his books, and then 
furnishes that demand upon the person who has cou- 
tmoted with the Corporation for the supply of water. 

5632. Do the Corporation keep a debtor and creditor 
account of the contract water rate in which the various 
persons arecliarged and discharged ? — They have opened 
a personal debtor and creditor account witli the per- 
sons in contract with the Corporation, but they are only 
able unless they get the return to give one side of the 
account, and they must get the returns in proper time 
to discharge the charge appearing against A. B. rind 
C. D. in the account. 

5633. How long is it since they opened those per- 
sonal accounts in their books ?— The personal ledger 
account was opened only recently, and it was only 
opened recently because the retur-ns were not furnislied. 

5634. Before that account was opened how was the 
account kept for the water rate ?-— They kept a one- 
sided account, they furnished the returns quarterly to 
the Collector-General, and the moneys lodged on ac- 
count of those demands on accounts furnished, hut the 
Corporation had no means, or, rather, the Watenvovks 
Committee had no means to show in their books liow 
much was paid by any gi\-eu person, or what was due 
on foot of the accounts. A coiTespondence ensued 
with the Collector-General’s department upon that 
matter. Mr, Taaffe attended upon several occasions, 
and, certainly, I must say did his very best to aid the 
Corporation iu obtaining all those accounts. I have 
sent for some of the returns, but they have not as yet 
arrived. At last it was found that the returns could 
not be furnished according as the Corporation wanted 
them, and the Waterworks Committee prepared a form 
in duplicate in wldcli they charged A. B., C. D., and 
E. F. with the quarterly accounts corresponding -Nvith 
those, and they were tnuismitted at the same time with 
those, and the Collector-General, after an interval, iv- 
turned the duplicate of those fonns, stating in the 
margin how much was due by each of the different 
persons ; in some instances it was found, as you will 
see by the returns, that not only one quarter, but many 
quarters, and in some cases several years were due on 
foot of those accounts. The Corporation had no means 
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of knowing that these accounts were or were not paid, 
and therefore, they could not keep a pei'sonal ledger 
or a debtor and creditor account. However, after a 
while they issued a demand to all pei-sons in conti-act, 
and by their replies they, arrived at some approxima- 
tion towards the amounts due upon the several accounts, 
jjow the non-fumishing of these accounts has been a 
very great inconvenience to the Waterworks Commit- 
tee for this reason. Not only they did notgetin their 
moneys, but also there is a clause in tlie Waterworks 
Act which enables them to stop the supply of water to 
,my person who neglects to pay or wastes the water, or 
has not got proper appliances ; they could not put that 
most salutary clause into operation, and persons liad 
been getting the water for years without payment, aard, 
consequently, to the damage of the Corporation. How- 
evei', recently, inconsequence of the aotioJiof the Water- 
works Committee, with th e aid and, I must say, the most 
courteous and efficient aid on the pai-t of Mr. Taaife, 
tliRse returns are being furnished with tolerable rapidity, 
flud, as an example, the return up to the 31st Decem- 
ber of that quarter has been furnislied within the past 
few days to the Corporation ; that would enable us to 
keep tiie personal debtor and creditor account with 
something like accuracy. 

5635. Mr. Phipk. — T he result is that for the want 
of those returns that ought to befumishedbythe Collec- 
tor-GeneraTs office, you have been unable to balance 
your books? — We have been unable to balance those 
particular books. 

5636. Chaieiian. — Before you say the Waterworks 
Committee put itself in communication with the per- 
sons charged in contract, did they apply to the Collec- 
tor-Genei-al for that information? — Yes. 

5637. What reply did he give them? — I have got 
some of the replies. 

6638. Would he be able to give you the information 
from his books?-— I believe the complaint was that 
there was not a sufficient staff to enable tliem to furnisli 
them in a proper time, but at all events we did not get 
them. Mr. T aaffe on seveml occasions came up, said he 
would get them, and ever since he exerted himself, 
they have came in occasionally, but now they seem to 
come in with more rapidity than formerly, and now 
we get the matter into something like train ; here for 
instance I see in a letter dated 12th January, 1877 — 
City HslI, 

DubliD, 12th January, 1877. 

“ Sir,— I beg to inform you tliat the Waterworks Committee, at 
« meeting lield upon this day, adopted tlie following order, viz.; — 

“That the Collector-General be applied to for return of arrears 
due on contract and meter rents, and also a return of hospitals and 
ciiaritable institutions. 

“ I am also to ask you to be so good as to furnish a return of the 
state of account with the Pembroke Township Commissioners. 


*■ In a latter case it is desirable that Uie amount assessed each fei. 25. ISrS. 

year, and the amount received each year, be stated, showing the 

accumulated arrears to 30th December last. ' !*'■• Norwood. 

“ 1 have, &c. 

*• (Signed), J. J. Laloe, Secretary, 

“ Deuis Moylan, Esq. &c." 


5639. Give us a specimen of one of the returns you 
say they have sent in in later times with a greater 
degree of rapidity? — I have sent for the actual returns. 
They have not come down yet, but I will be able to 
lay specimens before you. Here is a correspondence 
of 25th Februai-y, 1875, and 12th Febiiiary, 1877. In 
reply to tliat Mr. Taaffe lias alreiidy furnished duplicate 
returns of the 24tli December last. I may state that 
there appeared in our books for four years for 1863, 
1864, 1865, and 1866, abstracts of the returns and 
sums paid into the Corporation by Mr.- Staunton j and 
that was the result of an interview between Mr. 
Staunton and the Wateiuvorks Committee who were 
anxious to get those returns. Mr. Staunton states in 
a letter I have here that those returns will he valuable 
as containing not only the retuni^ for the waterworks 
purposes, but also the returns of the general lodgments 
on behalf of the Corporation. Here is an exti-act from 
minutes, tYaterwoi'ks Committee, Januaiv 9th, 1803. 
[Ee,cl] viz. 

“Report from Secretary, re return from Collector-Geucral of 
arrears of rates under 67th Section Waterworks Act. 

“I beg to call your attention fo the 67tli Section of the Water- 
works Act, 24 &'25 Vic., whereby tlie Collector-General shall in 
every year after the expiration of tlie first year in which any water 
rates or rents shall bo applotted furnished to tlie Corporation yearly 
a return or returns of all sums wiiich sliail up to tlic period of 
making such return or returns remain uncollected, or unrccoverabie, 
of sucli rates or rents or any of them. Those returns I re.speotfully 
suggest should be called for by your Committee, as from their nature 
and extent they will occupy some time in preparing. 

D. J. Dickixsox, Secretary. 

“Ordered — To be entered on minutes, and a copy sent to the 
Collector- General.” 


I find under date 30th January, 1863, extract from 
minutes of Waterworks Committee. [Bead] viz. : — 
“The Collector-General of rates attended with a view to instruc- 
tions relative to the 67tli Section of the Waterworks Act, which 
enacts tliat the Collector-General shall make an annual return of 
arrears of water rates uncollected in every year after the expiration 
of the Urst vear upon which same shall be applotted after entering 
minutely into tiio question, and the Committee having examined 
the form submitted, in whicli tlio arrears were suggested to be 
furnished, it was agreed tliat the Collector-General should be called 
on to submit said returns by the 3Ist day of Marcli next.” 


Then there is an extract from minutes. Water-works 
Committee, April 17th, 1863. [Read,] viz. ; 

“ Submitted Return from Collector-General submitting arrears 
of Water Rates due to the 31st March, £2,568 15s. 3|i. 

“ Ordered— To be filed and referred to I'iiiaiice Committee, 
drawing their attentiou to the CTtli Section of the Act of 1861.” 


Abstract of Arrears of Pipe Water on 31st March, 1863. 
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Then there is an attract of arrears of water-rates on 31st March, 1864. [Read,] viz. : 


— 

..... 


..... 


Domestic. 

Public. 




Domestic. 

Public. 

Contra 



£ s. 

<f. 

£ s. 

<1. 

£ 


if. 

£ s. 

d. 

£ s. <1. 





• 

Arran-quav, . 

217 n 


47 11 

■n 

10 


62 1 


IS 15 r,i 

10 


10 1.5 




Inns-qiiav, 

oS 2 


IS 0 

23 




10 0 


4 9 10 






1 

Mouiitjov, 

111 0 

43 

17 7 





0 









North City, . 

174 13 


30 1 



0 

0 

49 17 

41 

11 14 2 

0 

0 





North Dock, . 

54 1 


12 1 





15 17 


4 4 lOj 

0 

0 

0 7 

6 






11 7 

0 




10 10 


2 14 








118 19 


18 4 

74 




15 14 

43 

8 33 llj 


0 





Mansion House, 

93 9 

10 

19 15 

(III 




16 2 

3 

4 1 Oi 







Merchanls’-quay, . 

29 11 

lU 

5 11 





3 2 

i!i 

0 15 41 







Jloyal Exchange, 

lot) 0 


20 11 lU 

4 


0 

23 19 

«3 

4 19 61 







South City, 

118 10 

3 

25 3 




0 

33 19 

Of 

8 3 91 







.South Dock, . 

35 12 


6 10 

V4 



0 

3 14 

111 

0 IS 34 







'iVinity 

07 12 


14 8 




8 

6 3 

!!1 

14 5 

0 7 


3 8 




Usher’s-quay, . 

102 10 


24 8 

y 

14 10 

9 

28 JO 

31 

7 3 84 

2 10 

0 





tVood-quay, . . 

200 19 


55 10 

2 

7 


0 

65 9 111 

14 3 7 

1 0 

0 

19 1 


429 11 

fit 

Total, . 

1,057 3 1 

336 15 2j 

05 

12 

3 

.355 17 8 

83 17 44 

18 17 8 

70 17 1 

2,589 10 

4 


Tlien there is an extract from mirmtes "Water-works 
Committee, Januoiy 22ncl, 1864 : — 

'■ Read — Letter from ilia CoUoctor-GeHeral of Rates, (Jaled 18th 
January, in refereneo to mode of carrying out the 67tli Section of 
tlmWator-wo)ksAct. 

“ ‘ 43, Flcet-.street, 18th Junuaiy, 1804. 

‘“UEAn .SiH— I waited on thelVater Works Committee la.st year 
to ascertain tlieir pleasuic with reference to tlie returns ordered bv 
24 & 25 Vic. c. C7. There u-as a full attendance, and the Cliairnia'a 
'v-as present. After a contorence, it was agreed that the last of the 
lirst quarter of the year would be the most satisfactory period for 
a compliance with the Act, as the principal portion of tlic arrears 
would he likely at tliat time to be collected. In the middle of last 
March I published notices in the several papers, stating that returns 
would be sent to the principal Council for supervision pursuant to 
I he Statute at the close of the month. I anticipated a good result 
from this course, and I was not disappointetl, as tiie receipt of ar- 
rears exceeded by above £2,000 the usual amount got in fovincrly 
m the first quarter. It is my intention to act ou this precedent in 
the present year, and a further experience of the effect seems to me 
licsii-able. I .stated to the Committee last year the resolution 1 had 
formed in this instance, and it was approved. No difference of 
oliinion on any part was matiifesled at the conference, and members 
were plca.sed to give me credit for the anxiety. I said I felt that 
the dut)- of tliis department shouhl, in all respects, be performed in 
a manner satisfactory lo the Committee. One circumstance gives 
great importance, in my mind, to the return.? required by the Act, 
namely, tiiat llioy will, practically, be lists of all uncollected rates, 
ns well a.s those relating to tbe Water-works. 

“ ‘I .am, dear sir, yours faithfully, 

“ ‘ JticiiAEi. Si’.vu.vros, Collector-General. 

“ ‘SirD. J. Dickinson.’ 

" Ordered — That tlie Cnlleclor-Geiicrul’s suggestion be approved, 
am! the letter to be filed, and inserted on mimites.” 

[rjie next is an extract from minutes Water- 
works Committee, April IStii, 1864 ; — 

“ Read— T.etter from Mr. Staunton, Collector-General of Rates, 
Stii April, with return of arrears of water rates to 3Ist March, 
.\mount of arrears duo and uncollected, £2,589 10s. 4rf. 

•“43, Rlcst-strcct, 3th April, 18G4. 

" Di'au Sin — I scud the miiiual returns, and with tliem an ab- 
stract very carefully drawn up. 1 would Jiave wailed on tlie Com- 
mittee tliis day if I had not been informed by a member tlierc would 
be no meeting. 

‘•‘I am, dear sir, your faithful .servant. 

“ ‘ hlioiiAEL Stauntok, Collcctor-General. 

‘“Sir D. J, Dickinson.”' 

Tlifiii lie encloses the k.st return we have got, which 
T believe is the abstract of arrears ou water- rates ou 
tlie SlstMarcli, 1864. 

5640. Chairman, — Do I tlien umlerstmul that from 
tlic (late of that last return there never lun^e been any 
rotui-ns furnished to you under the G7th section ? — 
Except the meter and contract rents, as 1 am informed, 
there never have been any returns furnislied generally 
to the Cor|ioi-ation. 

5641. This is tlie very thing which you say would 
give great assistance to tlie Corpoi-ation ; and also 
tlic B<uard of Guardians stated it would give them 
gi-eat assistance, liaving tlie name of the 2 >crson 
liable, and the property on account of which the 
i-ates liad not been recovered ? — Quito so ; and I 
may say that similar returns furnished them enabled 
the Water-works Committee to recover, with the assist. 


ance of Mr. Taaffe, a large amount of arrears. They 
were enabled to go over the return item by item, and 
seeing the different persons cliarged, give tlieir officem 
instructions with a view to recovering the rates, and. 
in many instances, they recovered large sums. In other 
instances, the propriety of witheb-awing the supjiiy of 
water where a person had left the premises, <yr hecaiui' 
unahio to pay, was discovered ; and so tliosc returns, 
as Mr, Staunton says, are “ extremely valuable.” 

5642, Are yon aware Dr. Norwood whether then; 
ai-e any legal difficulties in the way of recovering the 
meter water i-ate 1 — None whatever that I know of. 

5643. Sliow us tlie prorisions in the statute ivhicli 
give the powci-s as regards the water rate? — The 49fli 
section is that which gives the Coiporation power to 
let metei-s for hire, the remuneration foi- such liiring 
to bo recovered in the same manner as the sums due 
to the Corporation for water. The 52iid section states 
that : — 

“ If any person supiilied with n-ater by the Corpor.itimi ncgled 
to pay any rate nr s'lmi of money payable by him vimlor rliis Ad, 
ur wilfully do, or cause, or permit to be done anything in contra- 
vention of any of the provisions of this Act, or tlie Acts incorporated 
llerewith, or wilfully fail to do anything wliicli under any of tiiese 
provisions ought to be done for tbe prevention of waste, misuser, 
undue consninpUon, contamination of the water supiiiied by tlie 
Corporation, or refuse any officer of the Corporation admillaiiccto 
or pre\-cnt him from entoring any Iiooso or premises to which siicli 
officer shall fur the time being be authorized under this .Vet lo 
enter, tlie Corpor.ation may ait off any of the pipes by means, or 
tbrough which water is supplied to him, or on his re.'ponsibilitv, or 
liability, ami may cease to supply water to him, or ou Itis re.i’pon- 
sibility, or liability, so lung as the cause of injury or complaint 
remains, and is not remedied, and may also recover from bim, fo- 
getber with full costs of suit, in any Court of competent jurisdiction, 
tlic anroimt of anj- loss, dniiinge, or injury which the Corjiumlioii 
may sustain by reason of any such act or tvilful failure." 

Tliis clause which the "Waterwovks Committee ra-e 
enabled to put into operation, prevents the loss of a ,gi-eat 
fjuaiitity of water each year a^iplied to jwemise.s where 
the parties have left. Another inconvenience is that 
under the 54tlv section the Waterworks Committee 
unless they get in tliose an-eai-s due, and what are 
the probable collectible arrears, are unable to make aii 
estimate that would be less onerous uj-ion tlie public 
as they would bo if they had accurate returns that 
would have enabled them to make tlieir estimate as 
close as possible. 

5644. You told us some time ago that- you hid 
some sheets that would show the outstanding arrears 
for sevei-al years? — I have got those sheets now, and 
hero they are (preducod). 

5645. Tliey are for different wards? — This is tlie 
form ari-anged as I am infonned witli Mr. Taaffe. 
We furiiisli these dujilieate returns. Here is an 
abstract of accounts furnished for supplying hy meter in 
Arran-quay. There are the dates of tlie demands. 'I'lie 
dates of tlie payments ai-o not furnished in these i-etm-ns 
and we cannot post our books with any accuracy until' 
we get the dates of payment. 

Jlr. 'J'aqffe . — That is not the last rctuni. 
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’ CiLURiiiX. — Does this column, dated 31st 

Jfarch, 1877, show the amount due by these vaii- 
<jus pereoas 1 — This is the collection during the quarter 
ended 31st March, 1877. Here is the amount due 
(indicating). 

,TC47. And where should the amount paid appear? — 
Tlie amount paid- sliould appear down here (indicating), 
mid the date of payment here. Here is the entry by 
Mr. Men'yn Crofton, our supervisor, wlio has tlie re- 
risiou of these mattens. 

PC48. WJiy did not the Grangegorman and the 
Military piison pay tlie water-rate? — We cannot tell. 

hit'. Tauffe . — That is not one of the late returns at 
;ill. That is a return showing the amount of arrears 
due beliind that quai'ter upon eacli of these jiremises, 
;iud it is the return asked for at the time. These are 
the amounts due on each of these premises behind that 
((turter. 

Dr. Xoricood . — Here is one of the notices I mcn- 
tiojicd we liad to issue ; — “ You are hereby required 
to pay, &o., dxie out of your premises, so and so, or the 
su|ipiy shall be discontinued,” and there is the amount 
of account furnished. 

oGI'J. Chaikjian. — S upposing tliat Mr. Taaffe’s 
stiitomcut is correct, whiclr I suppose it is, that this 
document does not profess to show the payment of 
these amounts, bub an account showing tlie amount 
of v.-ater-rate payable on the 31st of Mai'ch, 1877, of 
thi' anioimt of aiTcars at that date . 

Mr. Taaffn . — It was in order to infoi-m the Water- 
works Committee to issue this notice. 

Dr. N~orwood . — But they say they were entitled, in 
Older to enable tliem to carry on their books, to have 
these returns jiroperly filled in. 

-Mr. Tao^fi'e . — And if you get the last returns pur- 
porting to give the information you speak of, you will 
liud they do give it. 

j)G50. Chaiiuiax. — Y ou will find here in Blaclchall- 
place, Courtney, Stephens it Co., £26 19.<. %l. Here 
is the thing I want to know, whether the various sums 
oil that side of the account are payable ? 

Mr. Ta.qf)e . — That was the account due by each of 
tlie parties for the quai'ter ending the 31st of March, 
1877, and the Corporation sent us tliis return, and 
asked us to supply them with an account of the amars, 
if an)", due by each of these persons in order that they 
might lie able to issue this notice, and these sums set 
down are the an-eai-s. 

5G.51. CiiAiEMAN. — Does that column of the return 
show" the rates payable for the quarter ending the 31st 
of March, 1877? 

Mr. Taaffe. — No ; it shows the charge for water con- 
•sumed duimg the quarter commencing on the first of 
Jamiai'v, 1877, and ending the 31st ofMaiclijaud would 
1 >B payable immediately afterwards ; for instance you 
fi.'ced upon one particular case. It is a very usual 
thing for some of tliose large finus to pay only once a 
year. They pay at the same time they are paying their 
half yeai’’s rates or year’s rates as the case may be. So 
that might account for that. 

5C32. Not for this paiiicular one, for tliis i-easou, 
that inasmuch as this represents the first quarter, 
this is two quarters, £2G 19s. ‘Id., must represent two 
quarters of the present year? — No; it only represents 
one quarter. 

G653. I beg your pardon. I take the liberty of 
saying it is two quarters. I think twice £13 9s. Id. 
represents £26 19s. 2d. I would like yon to find out 
that for me ? For instance, we have not got the Decem- 
ber qiuarter of last year up to the present moment. 

Dr. Norwood . — What tlie Water-works Committee 
say is, that with regard to any large sums outstanding 
like that they have no means of knowing anything of 
what the state of the account of any given contractor 
for water was. 

GGod. CiiAiHstAN. — Is there any document in your 
I'ossession to sliow me on rvhat date the a-arious sums 
here were paid ? 

Mr. Taaffe. — Yes, certauily. The meter schedules 
will show the rate at the date. I would ask Dr, 


Norwood to get the last returns to give the information Fc\>. 25. i«78. 
you desii-e. 

5655. Chairmas. — Have you got these returns, Dr. 

Norwood ? 

Dr. Norwood. — No. 

56-36. CiiAiiiMAX. — Send for them. 

Dr. Norwood. — I have sent for them, and they will 
be here presently. 

5657. Chairiiax. — As regards tlie various persons 
tliat get their water on conti-aot, and the vaiious 
institutions, it is only necessaiy I suppose that tlie 
sum due should be asked for to be paid at once. 

For instance — tlie Military Prison, Grangegorman, 
llichmond Lunatic Asylum, and the Midland Great 
Western Railway. It is only necessary, as I said 
before, that it should be asked for, and it would he 
paid immediately? — 

Mr. Taaffe. — And it is as a i-ule. When you 
see the return of the amount actually outstanding 
up to the SlstDeoember last, you will be surprised how 
small it is. 

5658. Mr. Murray. — Does it coiit-ain the names of 
all liable to meter-rato? 

hir. Taaffe. — Yes. You will find also that Doctor 
Norwood was not acquainted with the fact when he 
said that he did not know of any legal difficulties in 
the collection of the meter-rate. I wish I could come 
to the same conclusion. I know cases wliere we have 
been compelled to go into Court to take proceedings, 
and we have been beaten by some defect in the 
Waterworks Act. Wo had a case illustrating the 
thing only last week. 

Ghairjiax. — I have been looking through tliis list, 
purporting to represent the various pereons in Dublin 
wlio get their water by contract, and I won Id be 
surprised indeed to hear that any of them would 
oblige you to go into tlie Police Court against tliem. 

5659., Mr. Murray. — Who is the defendant in the 
case you refer to 1 — It was the case of a man named 
Grubb. 

5660 Is he on this list? — I dare say he is. 

5661 Mr. Pnipps. — It appears thatthe accountsof 
the waterworks ai'ekept in detail by the Corporation? 

Dr. Norwood. — Yes. 

5662. And also bj- the Colleetor-Geuei'al ? — So I urn 
informed. 

5663. If the accounts of the Collector-General were 
properly kept, and the books open for the inspection of 
the Watenvorks Committee, would not that one record 
of the accounts be satisfactory, and obviate the neces- 
sity of keeping a duplicate? — I should say so ; at the 
same time it would, he highly necessary for our own 
pur]") 0 S 8 s to keep a personal debtor and creditor account 
witli ci'crybody ou contract. 

5664. You consider it necessary? — For the audi- 
tor wo should have it. 

5665. The audit would be tlie audit of the Collector- 
General’s accounts ? — Certainly. There would not be a 
necessity for keeping duplicate hooks if kept in such 


.5666. If kept once and kept properly ; and if you 
wish tlie schedule of arrem-s from tune to time you 
could have it furnished to you t — I do not sse any 
difficulty, a priori, in the Colleetor-Geuerars depart- 
ment furnishing us with these returns quarter!)’. 

5667. Certainly not. Is it absolutely necessaiy to 
keej) the accounts in both departments, in detail, in 
this elaborate manner ? — I do not say it is, but wc 
must do it in our office for we cannot get it else- 
where. 

5668. Up to the present time you were obliged to 
do it for your own defence? — Quite so. 

5669. But in the future, if well kept in the Colleo- 
tor-General’s office, do you not think the present system 
of keeping accounts in detail in the Waterworks 
Committee’s office, might be abolished ? — We will keep 
our accounts comformable with tlieirs, and will do 
everything to facilitate them and relieve ourselves of 
supererogatory duty. 

5670. Chaiejian. — ^Wliat is that section that you 
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■ 25, is/i. called my attention to, obliging tlie returns to be 

Dr iwwood iuniished at tlie end of each year 2 — Section G7. 

5671. Does that section refer not merely to meter 
and contract ■water-rate, but to all water-rate, domestic 
water-rate, and everything elsel — Generally. I have 
only to read the section for you to perceive that — 


Tlie Collector-General sliall, in every year after the expiration 
ni the first year in 'which any water-rates or rents shall be opplotted, 
Msessetl, or become payable under the provisions of this Act, farnisli 
to the Corporation a return or returns of alt sums wliieh shall, up 
to the period of makinff such return or returns, remain uncollected 
or unrecoverable of such rates or rents, or any of them ; and such 
return shall specify the situation of the property in respect of which 
such rales or rents are due, ami the name of the person liable to pay 
the same, and shall distiuguish in columns in such return the amount 
of each particular rate or rent so in arrear, and the j'ear or years for 
which such rate or rent is due; and the Corporation shall, from 
time to time, refer such returns to a Committee of their own Body, 
who shall direct the Collector-General to proceed for the recovery of 
such rates or rents if justly due ; and the Collector-General shall, 
if required so to do as hereinbefore mentioned, proceed to recover 
such rates or rents.” 

5672, So that in point of fact, that section refers to 
the duty to make a i-etum of airears of water-rate on 
every house in Dublin ? — Tt does, and the rates of the 
general, domestic, and public water-rate. 

, ,5673. Since the year 1874 what has been done in 

compliance with that section 1 — As regards the really 
important portion of the rate, namely, the domestic 
and public water rate, the only compliance has been 
slieets of this kind, the only accounts that I have ever 
seen. 

5674. Mr. Pnipps.—Don’t youtliink that a copy of 
the rantal to be furnished at the close of each year by 
the Collector-General, would be a compliance with 
the terms of that section — a copy of the full rental, 
showing the an'ears, charges, cash received, allow- 
ances, and arrears at the close of the year, with 
every person named ? — I should say so, 

5675. So I think, and therefore that would not 
necessitate the keeping of the accounts in duplicate 
from time to time? — You see as regard.^ this water 
rate, the Corporation are the parties that really charge 
and discharge. 

5676. Cn-UHMA>f. — The Colleotor-GeneraTs office is 
.simplyan office through which they get in the money, 
and your accounts are audited by your own atiditoi' in 
your own books, and tlierefore it would be perfectly im- 
possible, having regard to the statutory duty tlirown 
upon you in 1861, to take any accounts furnished by the 
Collector-General, without an account furnished in your 
own books 1 — I should say not. I do not think the 
auditor would be satisfied with anything that would 
not show a complete discharge on all the charges in 
your books. 

5677. We understand this matter tLat yon brought 
Or. Norwood, before us in connexion with the water rates. Is there 

anything else you want to add to what you have said 
about that ? — I wish to hand in this abstract. 
(Abstract handed in.) 

5678. This is the abstract of 1864, you liave already 
mentioned ? — Yes ; and this is the eon-espoiuience 
with Mr. Staunton. (Correspondence handed in.) 

Dr, J^orivood. — 3Mr. Taaffe wishes me to mention, 
what I certainly was not aware of, that the returns 
were furnished up to a few years ago by the Collector- 
General's department to the Water-works Committee. 
If they were, they certainly were not lodged there. 

5679. Ch.aikman. — T hat is, they were sent to them 2 
— Sent to them, \inder the 67tli section, these abstracts 
some of which yon have seen there. 

5680. But, what I want to know is, was there any- 
thing ever sent to the Corporation siiowing the names 
of the persons ? 

Dr. Yojscood. — 1 never saw it, 

Mr. Taaffe . — That may be because they never made 
any use of tliem. They were sent ; the collectors' 
arrears list made out in the manner directed w as sent 
to them, but as a matter of fact they never looked at 
them. 

Dr. yoncood . — Since I have been a member of the 


Waterworks Committee, I never saw any of those 
returns till this one. 

5681. Chairman. — How may years have you been 

a member of the Waterworks Committee? I suppose 

some five or six years, and I have been a pretty con- 
stant attendant. The question of those arrears of the 
rents has always been a matter for grave consideiu- 
tion with the Waterworks Committee, and the im- 
possibility of keeping our books properly by not havinc 
got them. ° 

6682. The returns handed in by your accountant do 
not include anything connected with the water rate? 

Mr. O'Donnell. — Yes, the domestic water rate, and 
the public 'water rate. I have not sent in any return 
in connexion with the meter or contract, or extiu 
municipal. 

5683. It was for the domestic and public I wanted 
to see the returns ? — They have been all sent in. 

5684. But the substantial portion is the domestic 
and public water rate. It is by far the largest portion 
of your income. 

Dr. Norwood. — It is by far. 

Mr, ODonnell. — I think the assessment for domestic 
water rate is over £28,000, and for public water rate 
over £7,000. 

Mr. John Curtin, City Treasurer. — The income from 
contract water rent, water by meter, to the public 
amounts to about £19,000. 

5685. But does that include the townships? No 

it is exclusive of the townships. But I may mention 
there are many members of the Corporation who 
would be most anxious to get the collection of tbe 
water rents into their own hands, from the difficult',- 
that has hitherto existed in obtaining such information 
from the Collector-General’s department, as would 
enable them to have their books posted in a satis- 
factory manner in the Corporation offices, and tliereby 
have the means of ascertaining who owed money, and 
who did not. They would be anxious to get the 
collection of the rentals, and to collect tlie rents on the 
receivable orders system. Persons owing money for 
water supplied by meter or contract ai-e in solvent 
circumstances, and therefore every farthing of the rents 
could be collected. The receipts on conti-act and 
meter accounts we designate rents, as distinguished 
from 7-ates. deiivable from domestic and public water 
supply. To illustrate this by a parallel case e.(j. the 
rentals of our City Estates amounting to £18,009 
a year, are collected by me as City Treasurer, on re- 
ceivable orders, and the loss to the Corporation does 
not exceed on an average £50 a year. Now if the in- 
come from water rents could be so dealt with, I am 
strongly of opinion that no greater loss would accrue. 

5686. Dr. Norwood, please read the particular section 
that tlirows this duty on the Collector-General of Rates? 

Dr. Norwood read the section 66, 24 & 25 Vic., 
cap., clxxii. 

'* The ‘ Domestic Water Rate,' and the ' Public Water Rate,' and 
the ‘ Contract Water Rate ’ " respectively, ami all arrears thereof 
respectively shall become payable at the same times, and be ad- 
vertised and collected subject to the same regulations, ami in like 
manner and b)- the same persons, and 'with the same powers, duties, 
and authorities for levying or collecting the same, and lodging and 
jHiblisliing accounts, as is in the said Act of the twelfth and 
thirteenth years of the reign of Her Majesty, intituled An Act to 
provide for the collectiou of rates in the city of Dublin, directed 
with reference to the advertising, |>ayment, collection, lodgment and 
publication of the accounts, and shall besubject to the like incidenH 
of and 'With any other rate in the said last mentioned Act ; and tlie 
provisions of the said last mentioned Act, ami every Act amending 
the same. As to applotting, levying, and collecting rates, or other- 
'wise applicable to the subject-matter of this Act, or any matter or 
thing herein provided for, mentioned or referred to, save and exiept 
section C2ofthe said Act, and save so far assuch provisions or any of 
them are or is modified by or inconsistent witli this Act, shall' 6e 
taken to be incorporated with and form part of this Act ; and the 
Collector-General shall have the same powers, duties, liabilities, and 
authorities of applotting, levying, and collecting, or otherwise with 
respect to the said rates under this Act, as he has with respect to 
any rate mentioned in the said Act of the twelfth and thirteenth 
years of Her Majesty’s, chap. 91, save and except so far as such 
powers, duties, liabilities, or authorities, or any of them shall be, or 
are or is modified by, or are inconsistent ivith this Act or any of the 
provisions hereof. Provided always that in the case of any supply 
of watei by contract as hereinbefore mentioned, it .sball be lawful 
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{M the CorporatioE to make such contract and supply the water 
under such contract {or any period less or greater than a year, and 
to make tlie rate or rent payable under such contract payable at 
such time or times a-s may be agreed upon between the Corporation 
Slid the person with whom sucli contracts shall be so made, and such 
rata or rent shall and may be collected and levied by the Collector- 
General in manner hereinbefore mentioned at any time after tliesame 
shall become due and payable, anything in the said last-mentioned 
Act or in tliis Act to the contrary notwithstanding : Provided 
Jways that any arrears of pipe-water rate or rent leviable or pay- 
able under the said recited Acts, may be included in any account or 
rental under this Act, and levied and eoUected in the same manner 
as any other rate included in sucli account or rental." 

5637. Ohaikman. — T hat section that you have read 
does not speedaliy mention meter rates 1 — Yes ; “ pro- 
vided always that in the case of any supply of water 
by contract as hereinbefore mentioned, it shall be 
lawful for the Corporation to make such contract and 
supply the water under such contract for any period less 
or greater tlisin a year.” Then it provides “ that an'eam 
of pipe water rate or rent leviable or payable under the 
said recited Acts may beinclnded in any account orrental 
under this Act, and le'vied and collected in the same 
manner as any other rate included in such account or 
rental.” 

5688. Did you ever see, Mr. O'Donnell, the atrear 
sheets that were sent in as stated here each year to the 
Corporation by the Collector-General of Dates and 
allowed to remain there for a short time mid then 
taken back again 1 

Mr. O’Donnell. — No; I never saw any ofthean-eai- 
sheets there at all during my tenure of office. 

5689. When wei-e you apjiointed ? — I was appointed 
in 1870, and I have never seen any arrear sheets 
since that period up to the present. 

Dr. Norioood. — There is no recoi-d in tho books of 
the Waterworks Committee of the receipt of any of 
them, the secretary informed me this morning wlien 
handing me these i-eturns. I asked him what was the 
last date, and he turned up his books and stated that 
1864 was the last time he got them. 

5690. Chaikitait. — N ow, Dr. Norwood, is there any 
other matter you wisli to call our attention to in con- 
nexion with this subjecti — I don’t know whether it 
was about this or some other portion of the inquiry 
tlie matter arose, but, with regard to the question of 
audit, the Corporation think that a proper system of 
■audit should be applied to the Collector-General’s de- 
partment. In 1864 the question of the audit of the 
accounts was raised before Master PitzGibbon, and I 
think in May, 1874, there wasaPrivj' Council inquiry 
with regard to the power of the Deceiver Master, 
Master PitzGibbon, to go beliiud the Collector-Gene- 
ral's certificate with regal'd to the non-collection of 
certain rates. 

5691. We have got all these papei-s from tlie De- 
ceiver Master’s office, so that we are acquainted with 
the matter. 

Dr. Norwood . — Quite so. Well, the Coi'poration 
think that a proper system of audit would be highly 
nseful, and that the premises should only be discharged 
of liability fi-om rates by a proper inspector and upon 
a proper verification by declaration of the pei-son seek- 
ing the exemption. 

5692. Chaiemax. — T hen, do you agi'ce with the 
view which Mr. Finlay mentioned here 1 — I do not 
know what view he mentioned. 

5693. The view Mr. Finlay mentioned was that, as 
far as discharging tho collector, or excusing the collec- 
tor fi'om the collection of the rates, he thought it wasn’t 
right it should be left in the hands of the Collector- 
General or any of his officers, but that it should be an 
officer independent of the office altogetlicr who should 
perfoi-m that duty, or have that power quite irrespective 
of the Collector-General’s office ? — I believe it is the 
opinion of a great many of the collectors that they 
would rather not have anything to do with the dis- 
charge of such matters themselves ; and it certainly is 
the opinion of many membere of the Corporation that 
that should be as far as possible done by an indepen- 
dent officer. In the first place, that independent in- 
spector should •view the premises, make his examination, 


and report to the Collector-General, and that the Col- 
lector-General should tile and keep these reports and 
that they should go through his office, in the regular 
course, aud tliat finally they should become the subject 
of audit and be considered by the auditor. As to the 
propriety of allowing exemptions, or making some in- 
vestigation into them, it was the opinion of some 
eminent persons engaged in the Privy Council inquiry 
that the audit was an unsatisfactory one as far as the 
people were concerned, and that the difficulties could 
only 1x! overcome by legislation. 

5694. Mr. Phipps. — In fact that no item should be 
discharged from the rental, or any portion of an item 
unless a proper written authority were produced 1 — 
•Quite so. 

5695. To wliich the auditor should have access 
during examination! — Quite so. 

5696. Do I undei-stand you then to say there should 
be no remission made before the matter- was brought 
before the auditor, and that the auditor should make 
the remission? — There should be a i-emission made by 
some independent officer, no matter who he might be. 

5697. The Collector-General would have the power 
possibly, to remit as regards his accounts, but it would 
be foi' the auditor to adi'uit that, and. see that the 
reason was satisfactory, that it was a proper discharge — 
that would give him power to surcharge the Collector- 
General ami his department? — Clearly, under the 
55th section at present the Collector-General is the 
court of final appeal in the matter, aud that was 
contended before the Privy Council and admitted to 
be the trae construction of the statute as far as the 
gentlemen there could fomi an opinion. 

6698. Chaieman. — But the difficulty I see in car- 
rying that out, giving the auditor power to surcharge 
the Collector-General with any item he did not 
approve of, is that it would be placing on the Collector- 
General a responsibility which I think is put upon no 
other Government oificer ?— That matter was discussed 
by some iDembers of tlie Corporation and they 
feel that a responsibility of that sort is placed on 
membei-sof tho Coi-poration, Boards, imd Commissioners 
who discharge public business •>s'ithout fee or. reward, 
at great personal inconvenience, spending most valu- 
able timo and that they as laymen making a mistake 
in any legal matter 'are surcharged u-ithout any legal 
difficulty ; a public officer, acting under an Act of 
Parliament, and witli the advice of a solicitor, he 
ought, at least, to be answei-able to some one, and the 
remissions to some supervision outside the depart- 
ment. 

5699. Well, the suggestion that I made about it 
was this, aud with which Mr. Finlay appe-ared to 
a,gree — that although the auditor should have no power 
to sui'charge the Collcctor-Goneral wth any particular 
sum, still in making his audit he should liave regard 
to the way in which remissions u'ere made by 
the Collector-General aud report about it ; then 
the position would be as in the case of' es'cry other 
Government officer, that if he did not discliarge his 
duty he would i>e liable to be dismissed from his office. 
That is the difference between the Collector-Geneml 
and the members of the Corporation, the only way 
is to sui'charge them, but they can hold their office in 
spite of the auditor? — There is that distinctiou, sir. 

5700. Mr. Phipps. — I think an auditor in any case 
would pay some regard to the circumstances, aud 
consider whether the sum to be surcharged was re- 
coverable or not from the ratepayer ? — Certainly. 

5701. Tlie loss if any would not fall upon the 
Collector-General, it would be for the Collector-General 
to make the demand upon the ratepayer, if the Collector- 
General in the execution of his office were to commit 
an error, I think tho auditor would immediately refer 
to the 6th section where the Collector-General is in- 
demnified to a certain extent for acts done in the exe- 
cution of his office, that is 'to say where remissions 
were made by the Collector-Genei-al for rates that 
were recoverable from the ratepayers. There is nobody 
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times? --It is a question not at all witliotit difficulty, 
aud the Committee of the C'orjioration felt that, and 
were pressed by the difficulty of diai-ging a public 
office!' for any act done in the due execution of his 
duty. 

.‘>702, Take now for instance the case of the Cor- 


poratio!! officers. I presume the auditor has jiot powp^ 
to charge any officers with money?— No, he may order 
ail officer to pay a sum of money or recoup a fund • 
the pei-sons surcharged are those who have authorized’ 
the payments by the officei-s or to the office. 


ilr. John CunriN, City Trea.surer, exacnined. 


5703. CHaiR.VA.N'. — Are there any matters you would 
like to bring before us apart from wliat Dr. Noi wood 
has stated, that come within your own cognisance or 
knowledge? — Connected with the Collector-Gonerars 
office 1 

5704. Yes ? — Well, there is oiio particulai' matter to 
which Mr. Finlay drew your attention — the giving of re- 
ceipts for sums of money jiaid to the Collector-General 
upon forms, not being forms of the Collcctor-Geiicrars 
office, and I uudei'stood from Mi'. Finlay that it was 
vei'y likely a quastion would be asked on the subject. 

5705. Mr. Finlay mentioned to us that in auditing 
your accounts he found tliat the Collector-General was 
in the habit of giving the Corporation receijit.s on 
their own forms, not on forms that were in use in tlio 
Collector-General’s office, and he stated that in his 
view that was a very repreliensihic thing, because 
once you allow the Collector-Geiiei-al to nuike use of 
receipts not on his own foi'ms he will lose tlic i heck 
over his own office, which the use of his own receipts 
s-oiild give ? — No doubt. 

5706. I siqipose for the purposes of the audit you 
would require a receipt on your own form? — I do not. 
It has always been optional with the Collector-General 
either to give his own official forms or to sign ours. 

5707. And it is iiuinatcrial to you which form you 
get ? — Quite immaterial. I signified that to Mr. 
Taaffe last year when Mr. Finlay commented on the 
matter. I consider the rcceijits before vou (produced) 
or any such receipts perfectly valid as I'ouchers for the 
auditor. 

5708. Certainly; of coui-se anything that satisfies 
the auditor that tho money has been jioid by the Cor- 
poration is quite sufficient as a voucher. It was with 
a view of pointing out a check that ought to exist in 
tlie Collector-Gcueral's Department that Mr. Finlay 
refei'i-ed to it ? — It is, but of course it is a matter 
entii'ely in the discretion of the Collector-General 
to give a receipt either upon his own form or upon 

5709. But that, you say, is immaterial to you 1 — It 
is immaterial to os. 

5710. Mr. Mukuay. — You were never asked to give 

receipts upon those forms by the Collector-General ? 

Oh, never. 

Mr. Taaffe . — They did not give us receipts. 

Mr. Curtin . — They sign upon our receipt forms. 

5711. Mr. Miruav. — I s there any other point you 
want to bring before us? — .With i-espect to the collec- 
tion of rates due upon houses I may say that, of 
coui-se, I have lai-ge experience, being receiver of the 
rents of the Corporation Estates, and all our tenants 
withiu the city pay their poor rates ; but there is one 
Ciiso which has struck me as being a very remarkable 
one. We have a house at the corner of Grattivu-bridire, 
or Essex-bridge, and it is tenanted by an optician, and 
the collectoi-s, at least as far as 1 know, have not 
called for the last three yeai's. 

5712. Who is the owner of the house? — Mr. Sea- 
combe Mason. No poor rate has beuu collected for 
the last three years upon that house. 

5713. Has the same person been in occupation all 
that time? — Not tlie same person. It was under 
repair for a short time, but still business was cai'i'ied 
on, and I estimate the amount of loss on that particular 
house for rates alone to be about £126 for the three 
yeaij. 

5714. Do you know any reason why it wa.s not 
collected ?— No reason why it was not collected. Had 


it been collected the Corporation -would have been 
entitled to at least £90 or £100 of the amount. 

5715. Who was the collector of that ward. Do. 
you know him ? — I do not know. 

Mr. O'DonneU . — There is oiie matter that I would 
like to call your attention to, aud that is that the per- 
centage of tho uncollected assessments in 1876 is larger 
than ill any other year during tlie whole period from 
1851 up to the present time, so much so that an 
explanation of the cause ought to be elicited if passible, 
for whilst the assessment for that year is in excess of 
that for either of the two previous yeai's, the collection 
mid lodgment haic been very much under. In seme 
instances it is over 20 per cent,, in some it is 17 per 
cent., and in some 15 per coat. 

5716. Mr. Muur.ay.— Can you give us the items of 
the large assessments which arc so high? ilr. Plfipjxs 
has made out 10^ per cent., taking the assessments all 
round. That is about what I make it myself, 10^ per 
cent., but taking it for tliat particular year, 1875 
you will find that the cost of collection and loss by 
iion-eollectiou of the assessment for Improvement Rate 
was 1G| per cent. 

5717. That is on the improvement i-ate? — Yes. 

5718. Can you give any reason why that should be 
so large ? — I am not in a position. I say that an ex- 
jilanation ought to be elicited. Take the domestic- 
water rate, it was 17^ per cent., that is tho cost oi 
collection and the loss by non-collection. 

5719. That is taking both together? — Taking both 
together. And the grand jury cess was 16^‘; tho 
south district sewer rate, 144; the noi-th city sower 
rate, 22, 

Mr. Q'aaffe . — The figures must be wrong I think. 

Mr, O'Donnell . — I suppose all the figures arc wrono- 
are they ? “ 

Mr. Taaffe . — I don't kno-w that at all whether they 
are right or wrong. 

5720. Mr. Phipps.— Wliat is the ba.sis of your 
calculation? 

Mr. O'Donnell . — Tlie assessment and the amount 
collected, and it has been the same for every year. 

5721. Mr. Murray.— T ake the next?— The main 
drainage there was none. There was no assessment iu 
1875 for main drainage. 

5722. These are the old deficiencies? — Yes; aud 
tliey wore all for the year 1875. 

CoUector-Getwal . — Did the Corporation themselves 
owe any considerable sum that year? 

Mr. O'DonneU . — Any money they owed on account 
of that year would be paid. 

5723. Mr. Murray. — And has it been paid? — It 
has been paid. Boar in mind the matter I am speak- 
ing of now^is the assessment of 1875, and the asse&s- 
mentof 18/5 has gone oiitof collection; and all money, 

I take it, that was collected on account of 1875, 1ms been 
lodged ; the money that was due by the Corj)oration 
for 1875 has been collected and lodged. 

57 24. 1 1 was paid in subsequent yeai's at all events ? 

— Certainly. The a.ssessment for 1875 went out of 
collection on the 31st of December, 1877. The last 
lodgment on account of the 1875 assessment was made 
on the 12th of January, 1878. 

5725.. Mr. Phipps.— W hat is the basis of your cal- 
culation ? Do you take from the assessment of 
1875, the cash received in 1875, 1876, and 1877, 
or do you take the amount received in the year of 
collection? — I take the -whole amount tliat has been 
collected and lodged on account of that assessment 
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jJurin*' tho tJiree yeai-i!, up to the date that that 
assessment went out of collection. 

5726. Mr. Murray. — In that assessment was the 
amount included in respect of premises which were not 
legally lia-hle or that it was uncertain whether they 
were legally liable or iiotl — That is a question I 
cannot answer. I take the assessment from the Col- 
lector-General's report. The same remark would 
apply to the year before, because, as I stated, the 
assessment is something trifling in excess of the two 
yesre previous, and the collection on account of it is 
much under. The amount of money collected and 
lodt'ed on account of the previoiis year’s asse^ment 
wiis in excess of 1875. 

5727. Is there anything else you wish to bring 
before nsl — Ido not believe there is anything else. 
Only I woidd suggest, if it were possible, that the cor- 
porate financial yearouglit to end on tlie same date as 
the Collector-General’s. 

5728. When does yours end 1 — Ours ends on the 
3!st of August and tlie Collector-General’s on the 
31st of December. I think if it was only for the sake 
of comparison it would be an improvement. 

572!). Mr. PiiiPPS. — It would be very awkward to 
alter the accounts now. There would be two years 
affected by it 1 — It would affect the comparative state- 
ment. 

Mr. Taafe . — It would be a splendid thing for us to 
have the financial year end on the 31st of August, as 
it would be the lust day for qualifying for the municipal 
franchise, and l>esidea that there would be fine weather. 
The collectors have a considerable amount of slavery 
to go through, and it would be much better to have it 
then than at Christmas, in the bad weather. 

Mr. 0 Donnell . — That would affect the question of 
the time for sending the precepts to tlie Collectoi'- 
General. 


Mr. Taajfe. — It certainly would. i 

5730. Mr. Phipps. — It would disturb everything jj 
relating to the accounts. 

Mr. O'Donnell. — But it would not disturb it so far 
as tho Corpoiatioii accounts were concerned, for tlie 
year would end on the 31st of December. 

Mr. Taofe. — You want to change vour financial 
year! 

Mr. O' Donnell. — Certainly. 

5731. Mr. Phipps. — I thought your suggestion was 
tliat the Collector-General’s financial year should con- 
form with yours 1 

Mr, O' Donnell. — No ; I wish tliat our year should 
be changed. 

5732. You are limited by Act of Parliament? — 
Yes ; our year ends on the 31st of August. 

5733. Mr. Murr.ay. — You would have no difficulty 
in sending iu your precepts at an earlier date than tlie 
10th of December ? — I tliink not. 

5734. Wlmt time would yon send them in ? — By 
the 1st of December — perliaps earlier. It is a mere 
matter of making up accounts and furnishing the 
figures. 

Mr. That is your idea, but I had to wait 

until half past six o’clock on the last Jay. The 
precept, was adopted a.s the Corpomtion was sitting 
until six o’clock the lOtli of December. 

Mr, O’Donnell. — I belie^'O, u’ith a view to have the 
estimates well considered, a resolution was passed 
calling on all the heads of dcjiartineuts to re]ioi't before 
the 1st of November in each year, as to the busiiies.s 
done, and funiish balance sheets to the different Com- 
luittces and the Council, in order to enable them to 
take into consideration what would be the necessary 
estimates to send to the Collector-General. 

5735. Mr, Murray'. — Is there anything else? 

Mr. O'Donnell. — No. 


Dr. Norwood re-examined. 


Dr. Norwood . — I liave now to dr.iw your attention 
to the difficulties in the way of collecting the rates. 

5730. Chaiiuiax. — The rates genei-ally ? — The rates 
gencr.illy. It appears there are some sections in the 
Act of Parlurment which give poweis to the Collector- 
General which have not been exeicised to the extent 
they might have enabled him to collect the arrear.s. 
I daresay that tliat arose from the fact that they were 
anxious to practise forbeamucc in the city where there 
are a great many persons in straitened circumstances, 
ami perhaps they did not wish to press tlie jiowers of 
the Act of Parliament. You arc aware that there 
was a bill framed by the Collector-General with some 
Ciivo amending the original collection of Dates Act in 
certiiiii ilirectious ; independent of that I think an 
examination of the collection of Rates Act, that is 
the original Act, will show that thci'o are sections in 
it which if put into operation might with advantage 
accelerate the payment of rates ; for instance, there is 
that very stringent clause indeed which enables them 
by obtaining a decree before the Recorder to enter a 
judgment and follow the property of any party who 
was Yvilfully iu default, and who was able to pay, that 
might be exercised \vith advantage in the cases of those 
pei-sons with large houses let in tenements and might 
passibly be ancillary to the collection of the rates. 

5737. Do you approve generally of the principles 
of the bill as drafted by the Collector-General ? — This 
bill was submitted to a Committee of the Coqiovatiou, 
who invited deputations from the North and South 
Unions to meet in consultation on it, and the bill, the 
last di-aft of which I hold iu my hand, was approved 
geaenilly by the three bodies in consultation together. 
The second section is one which obvioiisly ought to bo 
sanctioned by the legislature, namely, it vests the 
rights of the Collector-General in his successor in 
reference to actions abated and so on placing him in 
such a position that proceedings pending at the time 
of his death or removal should not drop ; with regard 
to the other, that goods and other matters on tlie 


premises should be liable to distress no matter to 
whom they belonged. 

5738. We have had that bill several times before 
us, and all we want to know is whether tho Corporation 
approve of it, and you say they do ? — Quite so ; there 
wa.s a meeting of the Couiraittee and a meeting of the 
North Union Guardians, and also of tlio South Union 
Guai-dians, they went tlirough the bill and removed 
what they thought were clauses foreign to its puipose ; 
thi.s is tho third draft (preduced). 

Mr. Taaffe. — That is as nearly as possible the original 
bill as prepared by the Collector-General before it was 
altered by the South Union. 

5739. I do not think we will go further into that 

bill ? Now, with regard to what has been done else- 

wliei'c respecting unoccupied houses, I think it would 
be well to show you what lias been done in other 
places with regard to them under the Towns Impreve- 
inent Act of 1854. It is very curious that in many 
]>laces very many different methods of dealing with 
unoccupied houses should obtain. 

5740. We have very little evidence about that? — 

In the GOth section of the Towns Improvement Act of 
1854 

5741. Is that the General Act? — It is the General 
Act. 

5742. Is Dublin under its operation? — Portion uf 
this Act was adopted by the city of Dublin and in- 
corporated in one of their Imjiroveraeiit Acts. 

5743. So Dublin is, in fact, excluded from the opera- 
tion of the general Act you may say ? — That is from 
the Towns Improvement Act. There arc some portions 
of it incorporated with their Act. They are under the 
]\Iunicipal Coiqioi-ations Act, 3 & 4 Vic. cap. 108. An 
assessment is directed to be made Yvith this proviso. It 
gives the nature of the property to be assessed for the 
general Town Commissioners’ rate, provided that all 
unoccupied houses, tenements, and premises, being at 
the time of said assessment unproductive to tho lo.ssors 
or landlords thereof, shall be exempt from taxu*;'>u 
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Feb. 24. 18T8. uiider this Act during the period that such premises 
Hr Norwood unoccupicd and unproductive, and no longer. 

Then, under the 36th section, it shows the po'ver to 
recover assessments. 

“If any person is rated or assessed as aforesaid shall refuse of 
neglect to pay the assessment charged upon him after the service of 
ten days' notice nest after the sameshallbe due and demanded hy 
the collector, it shall he lawful for the collector to levy tlie same by 
distress, and sell any goodsor chattels of such person found on such 
premises chargeable, or on the premises of such person within the 


5744. That does not refer to unoccupied houses? — 
No, sir. 

5745. You are dealing with that question? — I will 
show you how they deal with it afterwards. For con- 
venience I am going through this Act, and that is the 
way they recover assessments in towns under the 
Towns Improvement Act of 1854, under which the 
majority of the towns in Ireland are administered. 

6746. Is that Act in operation in Belfast, for 
instance ? — Belfast is mider a local Act which I have 
here, but the vast majority of the towns in Ireland 
carry on their opei-ations under thi.s Act of 1854. 
There are twelve towns carrying on their operations 
under the 9th George IV. cap. 82, the original Town 
Commissioners Act ; and there are about eleven towns 
caitying on their business under special Acts. Then, 
there are fifteen or sixteen boroughs carrying on their 
affairs under the 3rd and 4th Vie. chap. 108. 

5747. What is the genera] effect ofthatlast clause 
you read ? — The last clause is that they can sell the 
goods and chattels of any person on the premises, no 
matter to whom they belong. 

5748. Is it the introduction of that into Dublin 
that you advocate ? — That is what was advocated by 
the Committee of the Corporation. When, within ten 
days, the Collector-General requires payment, and if the 
rates be not paid within that time, the collector prefers 
a compLiint before a justice, and, in default of ap- 
pearance to thechavge, or on his refusal to pay, it shall 
be lawful for the justice to issue his warrant, autho- 
rising ami empowering tlie collector to levy the money 
thereby ordered to be paid by distress or sale of any 
goods of the party or parties so complained against, 
which may be fotuid within the town, rendering the 
overplus, if any, to him or her, 

6749. That extends to any premises hi the town 
belonging to the owner of the house on which 
the rates are due? — Fes. And then it goes on 

to givo power of action in the CiviJ Bill Court. 
It sets out also a provision to which I sliall call atten- 
tion, that the proceedings shall not abate by the 
dc^th, resignation, or removal of tlie collector in- 
stituting the same, or by any change in the per- 
sons holding oflicc as Commissioners. Then, the 
65tli section says tliat any assessment made as 
authorized on any lessor shall be recovered from him 
by personal action in the name of the clerk of the 
Commissioners or by Civil Bill ; and if sufficient dis- 
ti-ess of the goods and chattels of such lessor cannot be 
fouml within such town, then, on oath thereof made, 
the goods or chattels of tJie said lessor shall be subject 
to distress or sale in such county where the same may 
be fouml, ^ 

■ 5750. It goes beyond the city then?— It goes beyond 

the boundaries of the particular townshij) ; and by 
virtue of such warrant be distrained and sold in tlie 
same manner, as if same had been found in the town ; 
and if suoh assessment had not been paid bv such 
lessor within four months after the raakmg thereof, it 
shall be lawful for tlie collector to give notice in writing- 
to tlie occupiers or lespective occupiers for the time 
being, to jiay the assessment duo in respect of the 
projicrty in tlicir occupation. 

5751. Yes, but the act which you said the Cor- 
lioration approve of does not go quite as far as tiiat? 
— Not so far as that at all. 

5752. Where do they stop short ?— They thought 
tlicy had gone far enough I suppose, but I am only 
showing you what powers are given in other towns in 


Ireland regarding this matter which is of great impor- 
tance to the citizens of Dublin, ^ 

5753. Why do the Corporation want to have, less 
po-wer given to the Collector-General as regards Dublin 
than prevails in other parts of Ireland? — That is all the 
Collector-General sought for and tliey thought he 
was the best party to judge of the propriety of it. The 
section goes on to say, then every occupiei- paying such 
assessment may deduct it from the rent that he shall 
be liable to pay, and be entitled to recover the same 
from the lessor. 

5754. That is the Grand Jury Act of 1854? Yea 

I mentioned that a vast number of towns in Ireland are 
carried on under the particular Act 1 read- Eleven 
town are oan'ied on under the 9th George IV, c. 82 
sec. 40. It describes the manner of proceeding for the 
collection of rates under that Act. 

5755. Mr, Muuray, — W hat would your individual 
opinion be, as distinct from that of the Corporation 
\vith regard to dealing with the goods of a man beyond 
the municipal boundary ? — I think that when it oper- 
ates so well in the other towns, it would not be a 
hardship if adopted in Dublin, and I am giving you 
these sections as a justification of my ojiinion that 
undue harshness would not be exercised towards the. 
citizens of Dublin if provisions somewhat analogous to> 
these were adopted within tlie city. 

5756. Chairman. — I n point of fact it would not he 
any great change in the law, for no matter where a 
man is living in Ireland, if he owes rates in Dublin 
his goods can be made available by getting a judgment 
or civil bill decree against him?— The 9th Geo, IV, 
cap. 82, sec. 40, gives the collector power — , 

“ To seize and distrain goods ami chattels of any person whom- 
soever he can find thereon chargeable for and in respect of such 
premises wheresoever the same can be found." 

And the 42 sec. says — 

“If no sufficient distress can be found on the premises tlie premises 
siiail remain chargeable with same, into the hands of whatsoever 
person or persons such promises may come." 

It goes fai'tlier than the Act of 1854, for — 

“When sufllcient distress, can be met with thereon, it shall he- 
lawful for the collector to enter on the premises and distrain for all 
arrears of rates, &c., witli costs previously incurred in respect of 
such premises.” 

$757. CnAiBMAN. — Do you happen to know how 
many towns in Ireland remain under that Act of Geo, 
IV. ? — There remain twelve towns, .and Enniakillm i 

partly ; most of the towns are in your own circuit 

Armagh, Baiidon, Dungannon, Downpatrick, Fethard, 
Mallow, Monaghan, Omagh, • Tipperary; Tralee, 
Wicklow, Youghal, and Enniskillen partly. 

5758. I know the general experience in Ireland is 
that those who put themselves under the Act of 1854, 
regret they did so, and I suppose •will continue to ■ 
regret it until there is another change in the law?— 
Tliere is another way of dealing with it — under the 
Grand Jury Acta, only one section of which it will be 
necessary to trouble you with — under the 152 sec. 

“The grand jury ce.ss mny be levied by distress and sale of any 
goods and chattels of every person refusing to pay the portion 
thereof wliicli may be found on the premises chargeable, readeriag 
to tlie owner the overplus, if any, after deducting tlie expenses; and 
then if not expedient to proceed by distress, notice be left requir- 
ing payment within si.x days, and tlien if not, complaint to be made 
to a justice who shall summon tlie party, and in default of appear- 
ance the goods of the party may be distrained in any part of the 
county,»or in any other county upon oath before a justice of such 
county.” 

And tlien by the 12th & 13tli Vic. cap. — , whicli 
was au Act to extend the remedies of collection of 
grand jury ccss in Ireland iu eases of distress and sale 
by the stiid Act which I have mentioned iirovided for 
the collection of grand jury cess shall be extended as 
follows : — 

Tliat any such grand jury cess may bo levied by distress and 
sale of any goods and cliattels which may he found on the premises 
chargeable therewith, save ami except any goods or chattels wliich, 
after such distress, whetlier for rent reserved, or on a lease for a 
term of years, would be exempt from distress.” 
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And then it says that — 

The grand jury cess shall be paid by the person who is in occu- 
pation of the lands and premises at the time of the levying; that 
any sum or proportion of. the grand jury cess to he rais^ off each 
barony, or county, city, or town, shall be charged on the lands and 
premises mentioned in such warrant, and to he payable by the per- 
sons occupying the premises respcctiveiy, such cess shall be levied 
thereon, altiiougb the person or persons sliall not occupy at the time 
of such cess being struck. . . - 

Then there is a judgment given by Sir Colman 
O’Loghlen in a case argued before him, in which, after 
elaborately diseussbig the case, he says — 

“ The conclusion I have come to is, that unoccupied promises 
are exempt from grand jury cess. '' 

5759. Chairman.— I think you may assume the 
Commissioners’ attention will be drawn, and in point 
of fact has been akeady drawn, to any genet~al Acts in 
Ireland, such, for instance, as the C-rand Jury Act, and 
the Towns Improvement Act — the Act of Geo. IV., and 
tie Towns Improvement Act. We will gladly hear 
any information you can give us about the. Local and 
Pei-sonal Acts in Belfast, or any town of that kind 1 — 
I have them here and can go through them very rapidly. 
Now, in the Pembroke Township Act, 26th and 27th 
Vic. cap. 72, sections 46 and 51 are those which deal 
with this matter. Section 46 says ; — 

"The township rates shall be levied upon all the occupiers, or iu 
case the same shall be unoccupied upon the owners of all lands, 
dwclling-hmiscs, shops, &c.” 

and the 51st section, says : — 

"Where the owner shall be' rated in respect of any rateable pro- 
perty, which shall be in the occupation of a tenant under any lease 
or agreement made prior to the passing of this Act, such tenant 
shall repay to tiie owner all sums, which shall be paid by the owner 
on account of any rates mndeunder this Act, during the continuance 
of such lease, unless it shall have been agreed that the owner shall 
pay all rates in respect of such property.’’ 

But tlie principal section is tlie 46th, which makes 
unoceupi^ houses Ikble for rates in that township. 
The next is the Kilmainliam Act, 31 and 32 Vic. cap. 
90, and sections 37 and 38. Tliat levies iit the same way 
tlie township rates on the occupiers, and in case tlie same 
shall loe unoccupied, upon the owners of all rateable 
property within the township. The nextis the Dalkey 
Act, 30th and 31st of the Queen, cap. 134, aaid it deals 
exactly in the same way with the to'wnship rate and 
the water rate, levying them upon the oceupiere, or iu 
case the same shall be unoccupied upon the owners of all 
rateable property. 

5760. Chairman. — As regards the question of the 
desimbility of levying, rates on unoccupied houses I 
am doubtful as to the power of the Commissioners for 
iloaling with it, for this reason — the question as 
to wliether rates in the city of Dublui sliould be 
levied on unoccupied houses or not, is one of principle 
which we can well understand would involve the con- 
sideration of a great many matters that would apply 
in the city, that would not a]3ply in the case of the 
townships, and it would entail a substantial change 
in the incidence of tlie rates. I do not think that 
under the terms of our commission we Irave anything to 
do with changes of tliat character. I think our business 
is to take the assessment as we find it, and according to 
the law which governs that assessment, to find out how 
the money canbe best collected. Yon wOl observe youi-- 
self it is a very different question now, as regards the 
amount of money that is legally and properly assessed 
— huw that is to be collected. That is different from 
the question whether occupied or unoccupied houses 
are to be liable for the rates? — Quite so, but as I 
understand the case of Mr. Staunton and the present 
Collector-General, was tliat the rates had not been 
collected — tliat a large amount of rates had not been 
collected by reason of the large number of unoccupied 
houses being free. 

5761. That is their statement, and they have told 
us in general terms that up to the present time the 
amount of rates uncollected from that source re- 
presented about four per cent. For the purpose of 
testing that we have asked for returns, which 


up to the present we have not received, for the two I'ei. 26, iS78. 
years past, which will give us some clue as to what 
proportion of the rates are not collected by reason 
of houses which are not occupied? — Quite so ; but I 
thought it would be satisfactory to tbe Commissioner's 
to know how these matters wei-e dealt with generally 
through Ireland. I have shown how they have been 
dealt with in various ways by various Acts of Parlia- 
ment ; and the only one dift'eriiig from others is that 
of the Bray Township — 29tli & 30th Vic., cap. 261. 

There is a robate given to tire owner of unoccupied 
premises by reason of certain circumstances; — 

“■\V'bere any owner shall be rated in respect of unoccupied pre- 
mises, and shall prove to the satisfaction of tlie Commisaoners, that 
the premises iu respect of which he slial! have been so rated were, at 
the time of tlie making of the said rate unoccupied, then, and in 
every such case the Commissioners shall amend the said rate, and 
describe the said property in the column appropriated to the name 
of the occupier as being “empty,” and thereupon the owner shall 
be entitled to a rebate from such rate of one-half of such rate; 
provided always, that if any person afterwards occupy such property 
during any part of tlie period for which such rate was made, the 
Commissioners shall insert in such column the name of such occupier, 
and collect from such occupier, or from the owner if he be liable to 
pay the same, a portion of the said rate proportioned to the time 
during which such person occupies, and every such person shall 
thereupon be deemed to all intents and purposes to be properly rated; 
and all such rates may be collected and recovered from tlie persons 
liable to pay the same, under the provisions of this Act, and in tbe 
same manner as other rates payable thereunder; provided always, 
that any person w-hose name is so inserted in such rate, and such 
owner as last aforesaid, may appeal against such rate in the same 
manner in every respect as is bereiubefore provided for appeals 
against rates under this Act; and for the purposes of appeal, the 
date of the alteration of the rate-book shall be deemed tlie day of tbe 
making of such rate.” 

That is the way it deals with it — i-ather curiously — in 
that township j and when the house gets into occupa- 
tion again, it is made liable to the proportion of the 
rate. With regard to Belfast, it is a town in which a 
large amount of rate is collected. Belfast is managed 
under Local Government Acts, of which I have a col- 
lection here ; and the earliest of these Acts is the 8th 
<k 9tli Vic., passed in 1845, and it deals ■^vith the rates. 

I have a retm-n of the collectoi's also. 

5762. Now, in Belfast, are unoccupied houses rated? 

— I am just going to state that. 

"All rateable property shall be considered as occupied by the 
owners thereof, the annual value whereof shall not exceed £8.” 

That is the 353rd section of the Act. The rating sec- 
tion is the 348th : 

" For the purpose of defraying the cost of carrying this Act iuto 
opoi'iition, it slinll be lawful for the Council to make nuy one rate or 
rates on the occupiers of any houses or buildings within the limits of 
the 'Act, according to the value of the same; where the annual value 
shall not exceed £20, the same is Is. Gif. in tlie pound; whore it 
shall not exceed £80, a sum of 3s. in the pound; and u-here the an- 
nual value exceeds £80, a sum of 4s. Gd iu the pound. 

I may state that tliere ivas a comparison made between 
the collection of rates in Belfast and in Dublin. Bel- 
fast is a new town. Tlicre are large numbei-s of dwell- . 
iiigs there buUt by mill-owners and other manufac- 
turers, and they pay the rates themselves. Their 
workmen and artisans live in those. The collection of 
rates from that class of projierty is much more facile 
than in Dublin. 

5763. If you would just mention, without going 
into the sections, the Act of Pai'liameut — we will 
have an opportunity of going tlirougli it ourselves. 

Is there any essential difference between the powers of 
Belfast and Dublin for collection of rates ? — Yes ; the 
owners of houses in Belfast which do not exceed in 
value £8, are allowed, if they pay the rates within one 
mouth, a discount of twenty-five per cent, on such 
rate, and that was proposed by some pei-sons in Dublin 
as an inducement to pay the rate speedily. The 377th 
section provides that where tlie owners make default 
in not paying the mte in three months, occupiers shall 
pay tlie same in a similar way us under the other sta- 
tutes. Now, with regard to the amount collected in 
Belfast, I have got a summary of the rate assessed in 
1877, tlie ai'rears, the amount of same collected and 
uncollected, &c. It is a valuable roturn. (Handed 
in.) 
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5764. This will be a valuable return for us, Asyou 
1 >r, Norwood, yo^^^self, di’awing a comparison between Belfii.st and 
Dublin is likely to be fallacious, because Belfast Ls a 
rapidly i>iogressitig town, and Dublin is notl — Quite 
so. Belfast is increasing at tlie rate of some 1,500 
houses per annum, built within the borough lioundarv. 
The disparity is not as groat as between Dublin aud 
Rathmiiiea, in which collection of rates there wa.s a 
comparison sought to be instituted, but it is vorv 
lu^arly as great. The total valuation of Belfa.st iii 
1870, was £5113,200, and the valuation in 1878, was 
.£530,075. That is an increase of about .£6,000 with- 
iu the year. The total corporation rate assessed for 
1877 was £100,546, and the total rates collected, 
as ])er the finance report I have handed in is 
£90,345. The rates paid direct to the cashier £1,995, 
making of the rates of 1877, collected, a total of 
£92,340. The- total discount allowed for rates of 
pi-emises valued at £8 and under was ,£4,384, shoudng 
that a large number of jiei-sons availed thouisch-es of 
the advantage of paying the rate iu time. Abate- 
ments on vacant premises arc; returned at £3,422. So 
you see by that that pieinises vacant arc not liable. 
The cost of collection was £1,325 3s. CcZ. The collec- 
tors receive 1^ per eeait. on the amount collected. 
The town is divided into five wards, fur each wai-d 
there is a collector who has an ollice in the Town JXall. 
The Poor Law Board and the ^Yater Comniissiouors 
appoint their own collector. Unoccujdcd houses ai'o 
liable for Poor rates only. Tliis is the return from 
the Town Hall in Belfast.' With regard to the c-ollec- 
toi-s, the opinion of the eommittee was that they would 
be greatly facilitated in the Colleetor-Uencrars office, if 
they were handed their books, aud their notices, and 
that those were made out indei)oiident of, and without 
cost to, the collectors tliemsidves, and handed to them 
in the first fortnight in January. That I believe ilr. 
Taaffe thinks would be advisable, and -so let them go 
to their collection without having to do this sorivtnery 
work. 'Hie Corporation think their proper business 
as colhtcbors would be thus facilitated. 

Mr. Taaffe . — As a matter of fact they did get them in 
the mouth of January for this year, every one of them. 

Dr. Noru}Ood.~lt is also desirable that the airear 
sheets .should lie done in the office, and that as little 
clerical woi k as po.ssible be roquiixjd to be doin' by tbe 
collectors. With regard to the notices, it is ijuile 
evident, from what has boon laid bcfoie you, that some 
modification must be made in the Act of Parliament. 
The fourteen days’ notice is a cuinbereome piece of 
machinery. But the Gazette notice, similar to the 
notice jiublished by the Board of Guardians, ought to 
make the apjilotment and levy incumbent on all per- 
Hon.s upon whom it may be assessed ; that would bo a 
matter of very great facility. It occurred to some 
l>ei-sons in conversation, that if the colicctoi-s were not 
. i-equired to serve those notices which ai-e merely de- 
mands of all rates in the begiuniiig of the year, and if 
tliey could be served in the same v’ay as notices of 
objections, (be., for fi-ancbise - revision purposes, 
through the post office for a small fee, with dupli’ 
cate return, it would save a great deal of trouble 
and bring back a great deal of information. 'That 
would be a facile mode through the }>ost office, by 
getting those notices served of demands for rate.s 
through the city in the early part of the yeai-. If 
proper arrangements were made in the office it 
would be 11 couvimient way of giving notice. With 
regard to the abolition of tbe seven days notice, that 
would follow the abolition of the fourtec'n days’ notice. 
Ihe public would not be much iiiconvenicuccc], be- 
cause they do not get such notices for the i'eco\ ci'y of 
poor-law rates elsewhere. Another matter has been 
pointed out and, satisfactorily, proved befoi-e you, that 
there ought to be no changing of the collectors from 
ward to ward, and that especially in a case where two 
aud a half years are required for the franchise. Where 
they have so much to do with tlie franchise, it would 
I>e well that the collectors should ixnnain permanently 
an their wards and obtain a knowledge of its consti- 


tuent parts, and be able to give proper information to 
the Courts of Revision. 

5765. Is there any other matter you wish to men 
tion yom-self ?— There is one matter, namely, that there 
is no reason why the solicitor should not be put in 
motion at an earlier period than the present, practi- 
cally everybody knows on the 3Lst Augu.st, the 
condition of all the city, which lias been '<»one 
over. Cerhiinly, on the 1st October, the Collector- 
General knows everything about it, beciiuse the col- 
lectors have gone over the city twice, the registration 
agents have gone over the city many times aud 'dven 
tlieir evidence firet at the Parluimeutaiy revision 
then at the revision of the jurors list, a’nd filially' 
at the municipal revision. On the 31st Amni'st 
they know ]iretty clearly where everybody is, "and 
know all about him, because on the 31st August the 
pressure is jmt upon per.sons desiring to obtain the 
franchise to jiay uj) at tlmt date, so that as I mav sav 
you then pretty nearly guess who ought to bo written 
to by the solicitor. The solicitor ought to have bis 
office ujion the ('ollector-General of Rates’ promises 
and then; be able to be communicated with by tlie 
collectors, and with that view the present ari'anve- 
meiit ought to be termiuated ; be ought to have°a 
salary and be present on the premises, and communi- 
cate with the very per, sous -who coukl give liLin the 
very best iiiforination — namely, the collectors. 'That, I 
think, is a matter of very great importance, and the 
whole of the I'atcs might be collected within the I'ear 
if iu the mouth of October the solicitor wrote to those 
parties, and probably the writing of a letter would 
prevent any procoediug. 

57GG. Tell us u hat your own views ai-c as regards 
having the rates paid by four instalments ; do you 
think it would be equally beneficial if they were 
paid by two instalments instead of four. — At' first I 
was of opinion that paying in two instalments would 
ill the first place involve only two entries, ami so on, 
but when I came to consider that the first quarter i.s 
due on the 1st January, and the second on the 1st 
March, and the next on the 1st June, that makes 
thixic, whereas if you make it payable iu two instal- 
inonts, 0110 quarter would drop. I think the present 
arrunge.iient convenient for the public ; and I do not 
think the change would produce the benefit people 
suppose, oil the first blush, or that the collection of 
rates iu two instalments would be the better- method. 
We knmv ill Kingstown it is so. 

5 1 ill. I do not see the force of your argument that 
one instalmfiiit would drop out? — Because it appeal's 
they can recover the three iustalmeuts if they wish. 

5768. They can only recover one in the beginning 
of the year? — They could I'ccovev one uji to the 1st 
March, another up to 1st June, and the third is jiav- 
able on the 1st J une. 

5769. Y'es, but wliat I mean is, is there any reason 
for having the rates payable in four instalments; as- 
suming that the rates are collected as they are pay- 
able, which is tlie only advantage of dividing them 
into four instalments, is there any advantage iu having 
tliem ill four instalments and entailing extia lahoiir 
and so on, on the collectors, four visits and fourreceipts? 
— Well, if it could be collected in two I see no objec- 
tion wliatevcr to it. 

5770. Is there any other matter you wish to men- 
tion? — I think I have mentioned evei' 3 d]iiiig that 
formed a subject of coni ereation amongst the members 
of the Corporation. 

5771. Do I underatand, in giving the evidence you 
have giveu Dr. Norwood, that you are giving the 
I'esult of the consideration given to this matter by the 
committee that was appointed, not your own indivi- 
dual opinions ? — Of course they have mixed thoniselves 
up very lai'goly ; but by conversation with the different 
members of the Corjioration and othei'S, I have been 
led to the conclusion that the majority of them share 
the opinions I have ventured to lay before you, there 
was one ojiiuion exprc.ssed — namely, that some jiei-sons 
were willing to revert to the old state of affairs, and 
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that tlie diffoi'cut public boards .sliould collect tbeir 
own rates, it appeal’s to me tJiat tlie majority would 
be against reverting to the old system. The present 
svsti'iii has worked fiidrly well ; and it is higlily con- 
venient that thei’e should be one central office, aud one 
collector for all the rates, for a multiplicity of applica- 
tions is highly inconvenient. Then with regard to the 
question of payments in the office ; the public apiu-e- 
ciate it so much as a convciiionee they pay threugh it 
from j£70,000 to £80,000 per annum into tlie office 
rather than pay the collectois ; and there are a vast 
number of persons, some in Iminble situations, who 
arc not at home duiiugtlie day time, and cannot luu’e 
tlie means of leaving the money at home for the collec- 
toi-s ; also, professional men luid others feel it a con- 
venieucc to have a central office to pay their rates 
into ; the reasons for abolishing that system do not 
appear to me to have that weiglit that would lead the 
Commissioners to recommend such an alteration. Tlie 
city accountant has called my attention to tlie facttliat 
the water rents, as distinct from the water rates, could 
ho collected as the Tieasurer has explained. 

Thathasbeen mentioned both by the Ti'ca.surer 
and yonr.self ; but, after all, it is to be borne in mind 
that that smn is not a vei’y large oue out of the whole 
collection of the city. Is there anything more. Dr. 
Norwood 1 — No sir. 

0773. Mr. Mukiiay. — How would it work suppos- 
ing each collector had an office in his wal'd for the 
purjiosc of receiving the rates. Would you in that case 
do away with the central cash office?— I should much 
prefer to liave the central office still. 

577-1. Aud no local office? — Nolocal office; Ithink 
it would be convenient if an office day were arranged on 
■which the public know that all the collectoi-s -would 
attend ; that would be highly convenient and might 
supplement the present areangement. 

5775. Do you mean that the collector should receive 
all tJie cash which is paid into the office except in 
cheques? — No, because they could not be there every 
day, and every day is not convenient for tlie genera] 
public. 

577il. They ai'e there everyday at present? — There 
might be a certain hour upon each day or a certain 
hour upon one day, which would be better than having 
an office hour for all the wanls ; because wlien you 
produce such an influx of peoj)le into the office delay 
and inconvenience might occur. 

5777. Would it meet your views, if tlie collectors 
were bound to attend say two days in tlie week to 
receive cash in the office, and the other four days to 


collect in tlieir districts’? — I think one day w.juid be J-'e6. ss, is;», 
sufficient if you allow a cashier to receive. ' ^ 

5778. Sujiposing there were no cashier ?—-Then let 
it be for two days and that would be a great convenience 
to tlie public. 

577U. Do away with the cashier and have the 
collectors there t-wice a week ? — That would be very 
convenient. 

5780. And the other four days collectiug in their 
districts ? — That would be highly eonveuient. 

5781. That would meet your views? — Certainly. 

5782. Mr. Phipps. — Thereis au objection to the cash 
office as regards clerks receiving money ; but if the 
bookkeeping i-equired that all moneys shall be col- 
lected, and pass through tlie hands of the collectors, 
they would have the handling of all the monevs 
received in i-espect of the collection of rates ? — They 
being debited should be erediteil. 

5783. They being debited .should be credited, and 
the money paid in by i-atepayei-s is a remitbmee of 
money on collectors’ accounts 1 — Quite so. 

078-1. Therefore the employment of the clerk is in 
order that tlie collectors may get posscs.sion of all the 
money received ferrates? — Yes. 

5785. And as regards any moneys teinsmitted to the 
Collector-General in future, the Commissionei-s, I may 
say, will be prepared to pi'opose that tlie letters when 
opened shall be registered, and the dioqnes lianded to 
the collectors ?— They will be credited. 

5780. Tlion all moneys received will be credited 
through the collectors ?-^In that case the collector 
sJiouhl attend for two days, because one dav a week 
would not be enough to receive the £70,000 or 
£80,000 per annum through the office. 

5787. We want the money collected by the iiroper 
person, and the preper person we considei- is the col- 
lector ? — Quite so. A collecting book was shown to 
me by Mr, Taaffe. It appeared to me to answer all 
the requisites for such a book, and I was glad to see 
tliat that book would corres]>oud exactly with the 
waml-leclger, and I trust that in future there will be a 
uiiifoi’m book for tlie collectors, aud a uniform method 
ot keeping that book, for it appears strange the col- 
lector of one ward would not know the meaning of the 
marks or the entries of the collector in another ward, 
or that tlie successor in a particular wai-J should be 
unable to extract the necessary information to enable 
liim to collect the rates from the books of his prede- 
cessor ; and that being so, I do not think that when you 
get a proper system of bookkeeping, it will be otherwise 
than ancillai'y to the due discharge of the collection of 
tlie rates. 


Mr. Duncan Campbeli, examined. 


5788. Chaihman.' — Ai-e you a i-atepayer? — No; I 
am not : I am connected with the Libei-al association. 
I inn in charge of the men wlio are employed there. 

5781). What particulai- point do you wish to Ji-aw 
attention to ? — Tlie particular point is tliis, that the 
Oollector-Gcneral's office is so small and so confined, 
that it is jierfectly imjiossibie for any latcpayer or 
his rc)iresentative to get information. I liad ten men 
on Saturday engaged in the poor law revision, and 
I had to discharge tive of them because there was no 
accommodation for getting into the office — a confined 
space, so small, an attic in the top of the house, a dirty 
beastly liole not fit to put a pig into, with a big table 
seven or eight men working tliere — it is really clisgrace- 


.5790. What particular portion of the otiico docs 
your business take you to ? — The top, We are seut 
up there when we want to see tlio rate-books to make 
copies of them for the sake of the poor-law revision 
and parliamentary revision. We have got a little 
room, a small place ; there is iin accommodation what- 
ever. For instance, this morning f had to a.sk 5Ir. 
Oroftou, one of the collectors, would he be kind enough 
to let one of my men come downstaii-s to work in his 
office, and I had to make tlic saiiio request of Mr. 
MTiitire and Mr. Gildea to give them any accommoda- 
tion to vTite. The office as it is now, ei’en dowustaii-s, for 
the accommodation of the public is not lit for any proper 
work at all, 


Mr I'.-nnp'-Hl. 


Mr. Denis Moylan, Collector-Genci'al, re-oxamiued. 


5791. Chairman. — We want to ask you in reference 
to the sheets that were lianded in to us to-day by the 
accountant of the Corporation, upon what pi-inciple, if 
you got a certain amount in tlie precept addressed to 
you, did you make the assessment in many instaaices 
exceeding by some thousands of pounds the amount in 
the precept? — As nearly as possible what would bring 


5792. What would bring the amount in ; that is 
when you made the assessment, you in point of fact 
took into account that you would not be able to collect 
the amount in the pi-ecopt if you were to confine your 
asse.ssmcnt to that, and that you added several thousands 
of pounds to come and go a.s it were ? — Yes. 

5793. Had you any riglit to do that under the Act 
of Parliament? — I believe it wa.s always done. 


Mr. 
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5794. Yes, but we are going upon statutes here. 
Had you any right under the statute? — It was always 
done and I thought it necessary. 

5795. Did it occur to you that the practical result 
of doing that was this, that you threw upon the good 
ratepayers the onus of not only paying their O'vn share 
of the rates, but also the rates of the bad ratepayers ? — 
The bad ratepayers paid very little. 

5796., Did you throw upon the good ratepayers, not 
merely tlieir own rates, but the rates that ought to be 
collected from the indifferent ratepayers? — I understood 
it was the system pursued by my predecessor. 

5797. Show me any authority in the Act of Par- 
liament, by virtue of which to the estimate sent in to 
you by the Corporation, you had a right to add severel 
thousands of pounds ; there may be such an authority; 
show it to me? — I do not know ; I was not prepared 
to be asked that question. 

5798. It is a question simple enough if you undei'- 
stand it, and if you just look into the matter, and ]>nt 
upon paper your answer, we will bo very glad to take 
it from you. Who was it that fixed the amount of the 
assessment? — Well, the first clerk. 

5799. Who is it that names the sum — for instance, 
taking a certain sum I see here £63,677 6s. Crf. — 
the beautiful accuracy of the 6s. 6<f. is pleasant — who 
is it tliat fixed that exact sum ? — Well on consultation 
witli the first clerk who has a good deal of expericuce 
we came to that conclusion. 

5800. Ih that your figure now, or your .first clerk's 
figure ; that is what I want to know ? I will take 
the last year here, 1875, £6,954 7a. Ilf?. — are these 
figures yours or your first clerk’s figures ? — They are 
virtually the first clerk’s figures. He suggested them, 
and I adopted them. 

5801. And do you know that was £2,000 more 
than the Corporation had asked for? — T did 
not. 

5802. You did not? — I did not. 


5803. Did you hear your first clerk’s figures wore 
£60,517 Os. Ilf?., and that that was £4,400 more than 
the Corporation asked for? Were you aware of that 
in 1874 ?— No. 

6804. I suppose then it comes to tliis, Mr. Moylac 
you did not know anything about these things ? — Well 
I consulted with Mr. Taaffe, and he advised there 
should be that amount. The same avay -with Mr. 
Hanlon. 

5805. These years, the two I have mentioned, Mr. 
Taaffe was not chief clerk at all ? — The same thing will 
apply to Mr. Hanlon, 

5806. Well then, I take it, you did not trouble your- 
self about it ? — ^W ell I took every trouble, and 1 think 
I gave as much attention as any man could give to his 
office. 

5807. Don’t you think it would he a very obvious 
thing to know the amount you wanted to collect before 
you made your assessment? — I consulted the fii'st 
clerk, who had long experience, and he advised me of 
tlie necessary sum. 

5808. There are two ways of consulting a person. 
There is one by asking a man what you ought to do, 
and simply taking his word for it, and acting on that 
without any investigation of your own ; and there is 
another way, which I hope we all adopt, asking the 
opinions of some persons who know something about 
the matter, and discussing it, and all fonning an inde- 
pendent judgment of it in our own minds ? — I thought 
a man so long in the office, since, in fact, it was founded, 
in fact, might be more expert. 

5809. In point of fact you thought Mr. Haulon 
might be a better Collector-General of Rates than you? 
—No, I did not. 

5810. How is it you are superior to him in respect 
of those duties you had to discharge? — [No answer.] 

Well 1 do not want to pursue this any farther, but 
I think it an unfortunate thing that a matter of that 
kind should not be looked to in detail. 


Mr. GiiOoo. 


Mr. Robert Gildea re-examined at the desire of the Collector-General. 


5811. Chairman. — I called attention, on one of the 
sheets being presented to me, to tlie case of Mr.s. 
Conatty, of Castle-street, who appeared to owe a large 
amount of rates, and the observation was made, “ won’t 
pay.” Tlie Collector-General says, you can give us 
some iiiforination about the matter? — I reported the 
matter' to the Oollector-Genei'al. He came there with 
me the same as lie did in other cases in the ward, and 
ho saw the place. I gave him my return, and I do 
not think it was ]iut in afterwards in the arrear sheets. 
The daughter of Mrs. Conatty, who was in one of the 
shops, said her mother lived in Capel-street. I found 
slie was living in one of the houses, and also that her 
husband had been arrested for taxes. Her husband is 
dead, and I do not think she paid any taxes for eight 
or nine years. 

5812. You took no steps? — I reported the matter to 
the Collector-General. She has four houses in the ]>lace. 

5813. Does she pay any rent? — I believe she does. 

5814. Has she got any interest in the houses? — I 
think she has. I made a strict inquii-y, and found she 
had some pretty good tenants. 

5815. And I suppose she lived on what she got out 
of the houses? — Most decidedly. 

5816. And I suppose she did not live very badly ? — 
Pretty well. 

5Sl7. And my observation was that pereons of that 
kind should have judgment against tliera, and their 
interest taken and sold, because I do not understand 
that a person should live “ pretty well ” on tenants, 
and not pay the rates. Is there anything more, Mr. 
Gildea? — I have nothing to say. 

5818. I am not saying you did not do perfectly 
right in reporting the matter to the Collector-General ? 
— We went there, and we got no satisfaction. 

5819. The house might appear very unsatisfactory, 
but there was Mrs. Conatty, who had pretty good 
tenants, and who apj>eaved to live pretty well, and 
who appeared to have a substantial interest in the 


house, as we had every reason to believe she was there, 
and to be proceeded against. Merely looking at the 
outside of the house will not get the rates? — I consi- 
dered it out of my hands when I reported the matter 
to the Collector-General. 

The Collector-General. — The tenants are a poor class. 

5820. CiiAiEiiAN. — But it was not the tenants, 
Mrs. Conatty hereelf got the rent from the tenants, 
and I would proceed against her. 

5821. Mr, Murray. — She received in rent about 
£100 a year from them. 

Mr. Gildea. — She deceived me in every way, and it 
was only after much searoJiing I found her out living 
in the house. 

5822. Chairman. — We all know of people who will 
not pay anything if they can help it. 

Mi'. Gildea. — Her daughter occupied one of the 
shops, and told me she lived in Capel-street, and paid 
only 2s. instead of 8s. a week rent. 

5823. Chairman. — You cannot take their words?— 
I am quite sure of that. 

5824. Here is the power, as far as I can find 
out in your Collection of Rates Act, cap. 91, sec- 
tion 50 ; — 

“ And be it enacted that any rate made in pursuance of this Act 
shall not be deemed to he erroneous or liable to be quashed by 
reasoii of the entire amount thereof respectively falling short of or 
exceeding the amount of such estimates respectively by a sum not 
exceeding one penny in the pound upon such valuation as afore- 

It seems to me that there are several instances here 
in which the rates do exceed one penny iu the pound 
above tho estimate sent iu, and what I would like to 
know is can any explanation be given of that fact. It 
can be given only in one of two ways : that you never 
did strike a rate that exceeded by more than a penny 
in the pound the estimate ; or by showing you had 
some power to do so. But we would like to have one 
explanation, or the otlier, because that is the very 
foundation of rates in the city. 
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Mr. Micuaei. P. V. Taa.tft. re-examined. 


5825. CiiAiKMA.v. — I have not got the retuins as 
to the estimates and assessments for 1876 and 
1877 and therefore I cannot tell the principle on 
which you -wentl — I can tell you the principle on 
which I went. As far as the im])rovenvent rate was 
concerned I was .always under the impression it was a 
short one, that tlio Corporation were short of funds, 
and expected the 2s. rate to be struck. TJiat was 
always struck ; and as to arriving at a correct decision 
as to whether on the valuation of the city the 2s. rate 
would yield too much, I could not form any opinion 
whatever ; because tbe rate books had not been totted 
and I was not sure they were correct. There was con- 
siderable difference between the tots made in the Gol- 
loctor-Gcneral’s books and the tots famished by the 
Commissioners of Valuation; and it was rvith the 
object of setting that right that long since I drew the 
Collector-General’s attention to tlie absolute necessity 
of having a comparisou of his books with those of 
the Commissioner of Valuation. 

.5826. You did not alter the amount of the improve- 
ment rate 1 — As far as the improvement i-ate is con- 
cerned I did not. 

5827. The other rates did you ? — ^Tlie poor rate for 
instance is struck by tbe Guardians themselves at 2s. 
or 2s. 2d. or 2s. Od. in the pound. The maximxjm 
required of the sewer rate is 4d. in the pound ; and 
the police tax is alway.s short of the amount requii-ed. 
An Sd. rate which is the limit is very far short of 
what is required by tbe Commissioners. So there is 
really no rate except the improvement rate which was 
at its maximum. 

5828. Do I understand your explanation of it to be 
tliat you understood they always required a 2s. rate, 
and you gave it to them 1 — Always. 

5829. So that practically this provision in the Act 
of Parliamcut was disregarded 1 — As far as that is con- 
cerned it was. 

5830. That is the largest ratel — The poor rate is 
higher, and the grand jury cess has been higher at 
times. 

5S3I. Is the grandjury cess a pcr-centage rate and 
given by the Corporation, or an estimate ? — It is an 
estimate. 

5832. Do vo\i pay regard to this in striking it 1 — I 
do. The rate at present say is Is. 4c^. in the j)ouud, 
and I went as near as I could to the valuation in strik- 
ing that, and I believe tbe rate does not exceed it 
possibly a farthing in the pound. 

5833. There was anothei’ question we omitted to ask 
you at the time wc were examinbig you dii'ect, and wc 
think it right to ask you now inasmuch as a correspond- 
ing question was asked Mr. Moylau. Since you be- 
came cliicf dork tell us wliat wore the duties as you 
understood them of chief clerk in the office ? — To carry 
out the directions of the Collector-General whatever 
they were. I pointed out to the Collector-General 
wliat I thouglit necessary to har-e done, !vnd inas- 
miidi .as he dkl not come to the conclusion to let 
those things be done, 1 took his instructions as to 
wliat I should have done. 

5834. Did you conceive that any responsibOity rested 
on yourself as regards the department 1 — None in the 
woild. I considered my responsibility ended the 
moment I drew the Collector-General’s attention to 
any defects I saw in the system. 

5835. For uistance. as to allocating various duties 
to clerks in the office 1 — Even that business was not 
left to me by the Collector-General, He dmected mo 
from time to time to direct certain officers to do coi'tixin 
duties. 

5836. I do notunderstmd much about offices of tliis 
kind, but it strikes me if there be an ollicer in tbe office 
called a chief clerk undei- the Collector-General, though 
perhaps in a general way it is right that he should 
carry out tlie dii-ections of the head of the department 
— and that may be his piincipal duty — still there are 
some branches of the work that come immediately 
under his own control. "Were there any in yourcasel 


— As far as that is concerned I did put the men I **''■ Taaffe. 
considered the more competent to discharge various 
duties. 

5837. For instance, the Collector-General told us 
it was your duty to make out the returns and keep the 
books. Is that so 1 — Ho says so. I represented to 
the Collector-General that certain returns wero not 
prepared and ceitain books were not posted, and I sug- 
gested to liim to liave them done. He did not see his 
way to meet my views and I could not see what to do. 

5838. We have had it in evidence that, for example, 
there was no account opened with the townshij)s, and 
that there was no book iu tbe office that would show 
whether a particular sum of money payable by a town- 
ship for the water supjdy to it had been jjaid by the 
township or not, and the only way in which it could 
be ascertained was very unsatisfactory, and I tbink 
I am not using too strong a word in saying what 
occurred was a disgrace to occur iu any Govern- 
ment office. Wliat I want to know is, had tbe chief 
clerk anything to do with that — was he resjionsiblo ti> 
have a book by reference to which it could be ascer- 
tained whether the money ha<.l been paid by the tomi- 
ships and so render it impossible for a township to be* 
asked a second time to pay a particular sum 1 — I think 
most unquestionably if all the office work was fully 
jiostcd up such a book sliould have been in existence ; 
but my object was to do what I considered to be the 
most important at tbe time, and I conceive that such a 
mistake as that referred to could scarcely occur. 

5839. Did you ever make any report to the Collector- 
General on paper except the report we have already 
got in evidence? — Never on paper. 

The CoUector-Gencral. — I requested constantly that 
Mr. Taaffe would accustom all the officers to do the 
duty of allocation alternately, in case the man wlio was 
making out tbe allocation sheets was absent from sick- 

Mr. Taafie. — That is exactly an answer to youi' 
question “ Did I allocate certain duties to the clerks % ” 
and the Collector-General says he wished they should 
be shifted about. 

5840. CiiAiKMAX. — Did you draw the Collector- 
General’s attention to the fact that it was wholly im- 
possible to show whether rates had been paid or had 
liot been paid? — Frequently. The Collector-General 
was perfectly well aware that tlie books were unjiosted. 

5841. You had five officers in the office during the 
time you were in the office? 

The Collector-General . — There were only five clerks 
in the office and they were able to do the duty. 

Mr. Taafe. — When the full number was on the 
staff there were six, but since my appointment as cliief 
clerk the staff has been short at least one hand. 

5842. Chairman.— W c have it in evidence that thv 
allocation of the money was regularly made, and as far 
as 1 can see was properly made, and tliat it took the 
time of a clerk four days iu the week ; that during tlm 
eiith'e year one clerk and occasionally two clerks wi-re 
down stairs receiving cash from the public. So tbore- 
fore you liavo one clerk tiddng the money and wc will 
say you have another clerk allocating the money to tbe 
vanous boards. But, with tlio exception of these duties, 

I cannot find any duty that was rightly done at all. 

What were the other clerks doingf — At the time of 
my appointment evciything in the office was generally 
in arrear. Since then I have been endeavouring ti‘ 
pull up tbo arrears, some of which had accumulated 
for five years before. I do not tbink there was any 
clerk in the office during the time of his attendance 
there who did not do a fair day’s work every day. 

5843. I hax’o mentioned two duties. Another duty 
was to keep the books posted up and for years they 
havc not been posted up ? — And that is so at the 
present moment, 

5844. Another duty they had to discharge was to 
prepare the books for the collectors and wo had it in 
evidence that these books were not prepared till tbe 

2 K 
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Mr. Taaffe' 


month ofMarch. So that duty was not done. What 
were the men actuaiiy doing 1 — Tlie posting of the 
books was alone a work of very considerable trouble, 
and although not posted you must recollect they were 
in arrear considerably before tfjat; and this had to be 
pulled up. The junior clerk’s time was taken up 
almost entirely in making out moneys received by the 
office for the previous day, issuing receipts to the 
various collectors aud the office receiver, and in en- 
deavouring to post up some of those pay lists. They 
have been posted to the extent of about three years 
within the last eighteen months. 

58 io. And these returns sent in to the auditor ? 

Those returns sent in to the 9.uditor, even incorrect as 
they wore, took up considerable time also. • 

oSlb. Did yon ever call attention to the fact that 
the terms of the Privy Council 02-dei' were not being 
obeyed 1 — I never did. 

oS-17. Were you aware they were not sent in as 
prescribed by the Privy Council? — I was perfectly 
aware of it ; and from the form of the ledger tliat they 
could not bo complied with. As far as that order is 
concerned I know it was never complied with in the 
time of Mr. Staunton cither ; and the auditor never 
asked for them. 

o848. What did you do youreclf iu the way of 
actual woik beyond giving directions ? — I conducted 
the cjitire con-espondonce of tJio office to begin witli ; 
and I superintended the collectoi-s and tlie clerks gene- 
rally, and put my hand to whatever appeared to be 
most j)rcssing. I did the same dutitis as any of the junior 
clerks in the office when I found the necessity arise. 

n8lD, Mr. MuiuiA.y. — Did Mr. Moylan draft the 
hitters ? — lie never wrote the letters. He may have 
glvcii mo instructions when writing the letteis, but did 
not draft them himself. 

7)850. The corresj>ondencc is not vciy lai-ge — is it? 
— It is not very large. 

5851. How many letters ft day? — Possibly I might 
not have a letter to write for two or three days, and I 
might have several anotlier day. 

5852. You could not sjiy the correspondence took 
up your time ? — Coitaiuly not. 

5vS53. Cjiaiumas. — Y ou do not actually write the 
letters sent out, but merely write a minute of them? 
— I generally write all ; but do not putit on the sheet 
<jf paj'-r that it goes out on. In a great many 
instances I wi-ote the letter myself just as it did go 
out. 

5851. Did you over press ujioji Mr. Moylan, to bring 
before the Goverunient the veiy defective system of 
l)ookkcc|)iiig for instance, and the veiy defective 
system that exists in the office generally? — I told Mr. 
Moylan luy opinion about the stiite of the books, when 
he expi’cssed a doubt about his jjower to employ extra 
liands. 1 had not tlio smallest doubt about it myself, 
nor liad the solicitor in tlie dopartmeut; and I have 
adviseil him several times that if he had a doubt to 
Hjiply to the Government ; and when I found it did 
not avail by speaking to liim, I put it as strongly as 
an infei'ior could to tlie head of a de2jartraent, what 
the result would be if my suggestion was not cairied 
out. 

5855. Is the letter you refer to the one we have 
bad in evidence ? — I refer to that letter. 

586C. I admit that I consider that a proper letter? 
— I may tell you tlic Collector-General was excessively 
aimoyed. 

5857. By your writing that letter ? — He considered I 
had entirely exceeded my duty in writing tliat letter to 
him. I wrote tlie letter when the Collector-General 
was on leave, and wlien I was acting for him, I re- 
conled it on the minute book. 

Colleclor-General. — The letter Wiis wiitteu to me 
when he Icnow 1 was within two days of I’etiirninir 
home. 

■Mr. Taaff'e. — Oh, no. 

Colleclor-General. — Pardon me, it was. 

CiiAiituAN. — So far from that being an objection, 

I think ^Ir. Taaffe would be justified in writin" 


the same letter from his own room on one side of the 
passage to the Collector-General' on the other, and iu 
repeating it every month. The only thing I am sorrv 
for is that Mr. Taaffe did not do it more fi'erpiently ^ 

Mr. Taa^e.—l did not see my way. Any attempt 
to argue the matter only led to unpleasantnias between 
us. 

5858. Mr. Mukkay (to CoUeclor-Gene>-al). — Did you 
object to the contents or to the tone of the letter?"^ 

Colleclor-GeTieral. — I thought he ought to have re- 
served it till I returned ; and I was under the impres- 
sion that if the staff did their duty there would be no 
aireai-s. 

5859. What difference did it make to you whetlier 
he put his remarks iu writing or made them viva voce i 
— Well, I could go into it on all its merits. 

6860. Had not you a better opportunity of goiim 
through tliose merits when you had it beforo you iu 
-wi-iting?— I told him in my letter if there had been 
proper industiy, and less idleness, there would be no 
arrears. 

Mr. Taujfe. — But tlie Collector-General ha.s told you 
he has not looked at the books himself. 

Collcctor-Genee-al . — Tlie officers appeared to think 
they could iiicrcase tlieir salaries indirectly. 

5861. Mr. Murray. — When did you form an idea 
how long it would take a clerk to keep the books ?e_ 
Tile books were kept iu suoli an exti-aoi-dinaiy way I 
could not tell. 

5862. How did you judge that? — The five clerks 
did up to 1864, and I gave tliem a good deal of scri- 
veiiery assistance. 

Mr. Taaffe. — The answer to that is that the stiff 
was increased from 1864 uji, in consequence of the 
reijreseutations of the tliou Collector-General that it 
was entirely insufficient to carry on the work of his 
department. 

Colleclor-General. — There were only five clerks tlicie 
up to 1864, and I could not imagine why six clerks, 
with the lus-sistance I gave tliem of scrivenery, did not 
do the work. Mr. Kao has been there the better iiavt 
of the year. 

5863. Ciiaikjian- — What occurs to me about your 
explanation of tliat is this. It would be a very good 
ex])ianation, mid, perhaps, a conclusive explanation, if 
at the same time yon told us you investigated the de- 
tails of the office business, and you knew what every 
man was doing, and superiuleiided everything ; but 
the i-esult of all your evidence up to the present time 
is tliat you left the business in the hands of your chiei 
ulci'k. So that it looks very much like leaving a man 
tomakebricksaudnotgivinghim materials for them ?— 
Well, I had groat confidence in the first clerk; for 
after Mr. Staunton’s death he carried on the business 
of Collector-Goiieral, though he had no security what- 

5864. Mr. Murray. —In this case you showed your 
confidence in your chief clerk by refusing to do wliat 
he recommended?— No; I am talking about lir. 
Hanlon. 

6805. CaAIR.^rAx. — Coming to the point of that 
letter, and confining yourself to that, I svant to ascer- 
tain from you whether you conceive tliat Mr. Taaife 
in writing that letter to you was doing anytliiug iu 
excess of his duty or doing anything inconsistent with 
his duty? — I think before I left home he should Jiavc 
brought tliat beforo me. Mr. Hanlon never brought 
this matter before me. 

5866. Do you think that there was anyimpro]jriety 
in the letter itself ?— I thought it was in bad ta.ste 
when be knew I was within two days of returning. 

5867. But supposing the chief clerk in yourollico 
came to the conclusion by jiractical experience tJuit 
there was a certain amount of arrears in the office, and 
that it was imj>ossible to overtake that amount of 
arrears without action being taken of some kind 
— I do not care what it was — what was he to do — 
was he simply to hold his tongue about it, or to bring 
it before your notice ? — I did not consider I had the 
power to give that wholesale .scrivenery employment. 
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5868. Do you say tliat Mi'. Taaffe ought not to 
have -written that letter for some reason or other? — I 
think my ans-\ver would explain the matter, tliat if they 
had done their duty and used more industi-y there 
•would be no arreara, and those an-eai-s came upon 
me by surprise ; I was not aware of them. 

5869. Surely, if they came upon you by suiprise it 
•was all the greater reason why you should have inves- 
tigated the matter careMly at the time when your 
attention -was directed to them ? — I gave a good deal 
of scrivenery assistance. There was another matter. 
The year I was appointed I did not enter on the duties 
of the office until the middle of March. The books 
were all -made out, and the collection was actively 
cairied on. There was not a single pound of arrears 
put in the ledger. 

5870. That is some years ago, Mr. Moylan? — That 


was the year 1870. It has been observed on, and I 
have tlie ledger here that will show you, 

5871. Mr. Murray.- -M r. Taaffe, do you know any- 
thing about the arrears on Mason’s house to which the 
City Ti-easurer drew attention? — I do, sii'. I know 
the house changed hands throe or foui- times. After 
Mason the father became banknipt, the premises were 
assigned to his son ; and subsequently, a .Jew in 
Stephen’s-gi-een, got possession of them, and they were 
changing hands up to Marcli, 1877. 

5872. But there was business carried on up to that 
time? — We could not ascertain who -was exactly liable. 
There was no person liable for the rates that we could 
make amenable. 

Collector-General . — There are no arrears brought out 
in our ledger of 1870 — that is, before my appoint- 
ment. 


Jsb. ^5, ra 
Mr. Taaffe. 
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